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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 
 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
 
 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
 
 
 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
 
 
 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
The manuscript addresses a crucial issue of poverty alleviation, particularly focusing on 
underprivileged women in Indonesia through the Grameen Bank credit patterns. However, it 
falls short in clearly stating how the findings contribute to existing scientific knowledge. The 
authors should explicitly highlight the novel aspects and implications of their study for the 
scientific community. 
 
 
 
 
The title is relevant and suitable but could be more specific and concise. Consider a title like 
Assessing the impact of Grameen Bank Credit on Welfare: A Case Study of PT. Permodalan 
Nasional Madani in Indonesia." 
 
 
The abstract is quite brief and lacks details on research methods, key findings, and 
implications. It should be expanded to include these elements, making it more 
comprehensive for readers seeking a quick overview of the study. 
 
 
 
The manuscript structure is generally appropriate, but there is room for improvement in 
organizing the content more logically. Consider revising the flow of information in some 
sections for better coherence. Additionally, provide clear transitions between subsections. 
 
 
 
The manuscript appears scientifically sound, but certain claims, especially those related to 
the impact of Grameen Bank patterns on welfare, need more concrete evidence or statistical 
backing. Ensure that the methodology and results sections provide robust support for the 
conclusions drawn. 
 
 
The references are relevant, but there is a need for more recent sources to strengthen the 
literature review. Include recent studies on Grameen Bank patterns and their impact on 
welfare. Suggest exploring publications from the last five years to ensure the content 
reflects current scholarship. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
The language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, some sentences 
are complex and may benefit from simplification for better clarity. Proofread for grammatical errors 
and ensure a consistent academic tone throughout. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The specific objective of the study should be explicitly stated in the introduction section. Currently, 
it's mentioned at the end of the manuscript, but for clarity and adherence to standard structure, 
move it to the appropriate section in the introduction. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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