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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

In the literature review, a tidier summary can be made. First determine what theory or
concept will be explained, then combine several similar studies in connected sentences. If it
is made with the current format, the reader does not understand the flow and the material
presented is separate and unrelated between each item.

In methodology is written: “In Andhra Pradesh, there are 8,19,855 self-help groups”. Please
Verify the statement.

Please explain why you choose the Rayalaseema region of Andhra Pradesh as your
reseach object

In the suggestion section, in giving suggestions, the author should provide a reason why the
suggestion was given so that readers understand the author's reasons.

Minor REVISION comments

In the results and discussion section, the author can add analysis related to the results
obtained. Currently mostly only results are presented without analysis given

Optional/General comments

Ideologically, this research is interesting. But because it was done qualitatively, there was a
lot of information that was not conveyed in the discussion section. So that there are some
conclusions that the author draws, the reader does not know in detail why it happened.
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