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	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.


	The paper makes a fresh attempt to review the relevance of the famed Phillips-Curve relationship in the present context using India’s case. The broader context drawn here shows extensive review of the inflation-unemployment relationship and also highlights the problems in macro-measurement of such a relationship given structure of Indian economy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title as it stands can be retained. The title captures the essence of the paper well. 
	

	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 solid and comprehensive. However, its mentioned it’s full on-literature review; the model findings undertaken through the empirical analysis need to be incorporated clearly in the abstract. The introductory part points to paper being a thorough literature review while having an empirical set. The authors have to make it clear whether the model is also part of the analysis undertaken.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the manuscript is scientifically correct, I believe the data employed and empirical analysis should also factor in majorly as part of the aper if it was also undertaken. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Could be considered : https://www.researchgate.net/publication/362314186_Is_the_Phillips_Curve_in_India_Dead_Inert_and_Stirring_to_Life_or_Alive_and_Well ; otherwise a comprehensive set of papers.

	

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


	It is fine however; it warrants a grammar review by the authors or editorial team as tense changes at certain points through the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The literature reviewed should be ideally placed in a table format highlighting key findings of papers (common findings cross papers to be clubbed) for better ideation and presentation
· The idea of Phillips curve appears outdated but this paper adds to the point that dynamics can be further improved and studied. However the authors have to further explain what alternative techniques can be pursued in future research works clearly. 

· Empirical analysis done towards the end, is it part of the paper through modelling studies undertaken by the authors? Has to be clarified and incorporated if done. 
· Future directions of research section should ideally come towards the end of the manuscript; provide a new empirical research direction towards alternative or counter-intuitive relationships as well given the limited. Should always be added as a separate section. Data on unemployment too is sketchy with variations in PLFS and CMIE data. The authors should add a few thoughts on how unemployment factor too can be better understood/studied w.r.t Phillips Curve studies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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