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PART 1: Comments 

 Reviewer’s comment 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. 

1. Many of the arguments and findings are general and have been discussed in previous 
studies without providing any new insights or unique perspectives related to the context 
of the topic discussed. 

2. The research model used is not effective, so it does not provide relevant results. 
3. The article does not explain how these findings are relevant to specific challenges. 
4. The researcher does not explain the output of the results with a very clear interpretation, so 

that it can shape policy decisions from China’s economic performance to economic growth 
in India. 

 

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

Literature Review: Impact of Economic Slowdown in China on Economic Growth in India  

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 explanation in the abstract is not yet detailed, such as the time period of the time series data 
used, the model used in the research is not available, and the main results are not presented in a 
clear and precise manner, so that significant and relevant findings can be described. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

This manuscript is not scientifically correct in the literature of good article writing: 

1. The abstract generally follows a similar structure to the main document, 
presenting the background, objectives, methodology, results, and 
conclusions in that order. 

2. It does not provide a brief overview of the methodology used in the study. such as the 
approach, type of data collected, and analysis techniques. 

3. The main results are not clear and precise, so they do not describe significant 
and relevant findings. 

 

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

References are in accordance with the latest and most updated research.  

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

The language/English quality of the manuscript is in accordance with scientific communication.  

Optional/General comments Add a research model to support the topic being researched, so that it can form policy 
development for India's economic growth, and is worthy of being used as a reference by further 
researchers. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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