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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The article gives a brief overview of Afghanistan’s present socio-economic condition and challenges faced by SHGs. It also outlines some major issues faced by It also outlines some major issues identified in AREDP SGs and VSLAs and suggested some policy majors to overcome these issued. However, the policy majors are not linked with the analysis and findings. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title Starts with ‘The State of Self-Help Groups (SHGs) in Afghanistan:’ it seems to be like a report on the present scenario of SHGs in Afghanistan not a research article. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Based on the content of the paper abstract is comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This paper lack few aspect which is essential for a research paper. Like In-depth literature review, identification of research gap, objective formulation, adoption of suitable methodology and source of data, statistical tools for analysis and interpretation of results. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference section consist of more reports rather than contemporary research papers in this field.  
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper has following shortcomings

1. Lack methodological rigor, and analytical depth. 
2. Objective of the study is not clearly stated

3. Lack clarity regarding methodology, method of data collection. Whether the survey was conducted by the author(s) or done by third party it is not clear. Monitoring team is not defined.  So as the source of data (Primary/Secondary) used in this study is not mentioned.
4. Graphs and Charts are not clearly explained axis values are not stated.  e.g chart 3 dose not make much sense
5. Lack of consistency in issues identified in different provinces which is essential for comparison and analysis.  
6. This paper lacks coherence in objective, methodology, analysis, results and recommendations.

7. Author(s) should focus on in-depth literature review to identify research gap and finding suitable methodology to address those issues.  
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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