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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 valuable empirical insights in public finance management and subnational fiscal sustainability in India by pinpointing revenue constraints, fiscal imbalances and policy inefficiencies. This paper also help in identifying the existing gap among acedamic analysis and policy reports. Findings of this paper are not only helpful for researchers but state level fiscal planning etc.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is clear and reflects the content.
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the objectives and is comprehensive but I would suggest some improvement:
1. Briefly state the analytical methods to strengthen methodological transparency.
2. The policy significance should be explicitly highlighted by the ending.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is analytically and scientifically sound. But a minor suggestion you may wish to include is to add comparative fiscal performance with the other states to enhance the analytical depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient.
	

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

	Yes, the language quality is suitable but a few sentences could be shortened for smoother readability in long analytical paragraphs.




	

	Optional/General comments

	Minor refinements in structure could enhance its impact like linking fiscal reform to state-level growth and sustainability as a concluding synthesis.



	







	PART  2: 


	
	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)

As the paper relies on secondary data so there are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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