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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 (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 financial sustainability of grassroots women-led financial groups is a subject that has not received enough attention in the literature, but this publication offers insightful information on the subject. It contributes empirical depth to our understanding of how informal financial systems function and persist in developing nations by concentrating on the capital lifecycle, which includes formation, allocation, utilization, and recycling. The study evaluates financial stability using sound quantitative techniques, with useful ramifications for financial institutions, development professionals, and politicians. It is a significant contribution to the scholarly community since its conclusions add to the larger conversation on gender empowerment, financial inclusion, and community-based economic development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Indeed, the abstract has all the necessary components: it provides a concise synopsis of the issue, describes the study topic, explains the methodology, and highlights the main conclusions. It is instructive and effectively illustrates the study's applicability.

However, a few minor adjustments could make it better:

1. Make a few technical details simpler: For instance, it can be too much for the abstract to list every theory or p-value. It would remain brief and educational with a more straightforward statement such as "the study was guided by relevant financial and social theories.”

2. Provide a human context for the findings: Adding a practical explanation, such as "Groups that distributed funds more fairly and strategically were more financially stable," would be preferable than just stating that "Capital Distribution had the strongest correlation."
3. Reduce the length of repetitive phrases: Since the same topics are discussed later in the article, certain lines, such as those outlining the history of table banking, could be cut.

The idea is sound overall; it only requires more refinement to make it more interesting and simpler for a larger audience to understand.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Actually, the work exhibits a strong grasp of the topic and research methods and is scientifically sound. The work is organised logically and clearly, with specific goals, a strong quantitative approach, and pertinent theoretical underpinnings. The study issues are appropriately addressed by the use of panel regression analysis, correlation, and descriptive statistics, and the diagnostics (such as multicollinearity, stationarity, and heteroscedasticity) are comprehensive and appropriately implemented.

Capital Formation, Allocation, Utilisation, and Recycling are all operationalised and quantifiably linked to financial stability. The findings are in good agreement with the conclusions, and the statistical significance is appropriately explained.

Although the results are legitimate, the model's explanatory ability is limited by its very low R-squared value (~27%). This is recognised, though, and the model as a whole is still statistically significant. Additionally, the writers show that they are conscious of certain drawbacks, including reaction bias, and take appropriate action to mitigate them.

In conclusion, the work is methodologically sound, scientifically correct, and adds significant knowledge to theory and practice. While slight adjustments to flow and clarity would make it easier to read, the scientific quality remains unaffected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, there is a solid and varied collection of references in the manuscript, including a decent balance of
World Bank, IMF, UN Women, and peer-reviewed journal publications are examples of recent sources (2020–2023).
fundamental theories including the Life Cycle Hypothesis, Social Capital Theory, Resource Mobilisation Theory, and Financial Intermediation Theory.

Kenyan and Sub-Saharan African context-specific sources (e.g., KNBS, Nakuru County Government reports).
This demonstrates the author's proficiency with both local and international literature, which is crucial for a subject centred on woman empowerment and community-level finance.
	

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


	Although the English is suitable for academic writing, the finished product would be enhanced by a round of expert language editing or proofreading. Without changing the scientific information, this will make the text easier to read.
	

	Optional/General comments


	NA
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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