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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.
	This manuscript provides a timely and rigorous analysis of the nexus between governance and economic growth in India using the ARDL bounds testing approach. By using time-series data from 1996 to 2022, it fills a gap in the literature that is largely dominated by cross-country panel studies and state-level analyses. The results are highly relevant for policymakers as they identify governance indicators—control of corruption, political stability, and voice and accountability—as key drivers of economic growth. The study contributes to the growing body of empirical evidence supporting institutional reforms as a prerequisite for sustainable and inclusive economic development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is clear, precise, and well-aligned with the manuscript’s objective and methodology.
It effectively conveys the research question and the methodological approach used
	

	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.
	The abstract is comprehensive, clearly outlining the aim, data, methodology, key findings, and policy implications. However, it can be made slightly sharper for journal readers by:
1. Briefly stating the methodological advantage of using ARDL (e.g., handles variables of mixed integration order).
2. Reducing repetition of words like “significant” and slightly tightening the last two
sentences to focus on policy relevance.
Example:
“Employing the ARDL approach, which allows for variables with mixed orders of integration, the study finds a robust long-run relationship between governance indicators and economic growth. Control of corruption, political stability, and voice and accountability significantly boost growth, while FDI and GFCF display unexpected negative effects, likely reflecting institutional inefficiencies. These findings underscore the importance of governance reforms and investments in human development for
sustaining long-term economic progress.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The econometric methodology (ARDL bounds testing, ECM representation, robustness checks via FMOLS and CCR) is appropriate and well- implemented. Stationarity checks are correctly performed, lag length selection is explained, and diagnostic tests confirm model validity. The discussion appropriately interprets both expected and counterintuitive results, linking them with literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript uses a rich set of references, including both seminal and recent works (up to 2023). The inclusion of global studies, as well as India-specific studies, strengthens the literature review.
Nevertheless, you could include one or two additional references on governance-growth nexus using ARDL in emerging economies (if available) to further justify methodological choice.
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	A more recent Indian policy document (e.g., NITI Aayog reports on governance reforms) could be cited in the introduction for stronger policy context.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in a formal and academic tone, with good flow between sections. Minor tightening in some long sentences could improve readability, but overall, the English is clear, precise, and journal-appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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