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	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.


	Although this is a relevant topic, it has been already addressed by some past research. The paper presents several shortcomings that I detail below. I hope you find my comments helpful to improve your study.

 Organize better the literature review in order to outline who prior research investigated the forecasting GDP of G7 countries. This can enhance clarity and provides readers with a better comprehensive understanding of the study. Explain the Theoretical motivation of the study. It is difficult to understand why this research is needed. The gap is not clear. However, there are many studies on the forecasting of GDP in G7 countries. Moreover, there are also studies that focused on GDP in G7 countries.
The robustness check must be improved using a larger number of variables.
The interpretation of the results is not rigorous. The author/s must better explain the findings and compared them with the theoretical rationales and with the results of prior literature.
The conclusions must be better discussed. Reorganize the conclusions in order to better explain the limitations of the empirical results, the implications of the study for future research, distinguishing between social, practical and political implications.
The format throughout the paper should be carefully and strictly adhered to according to the journal's requirements.

The paper is poorly written. A Proofreading (involving reading the document to correct the smaller typographical, grammatical, spelling errors, English language errors) is necessary.
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