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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.


	This manuscript provides a valuable empirical analysis of India-Africa trade relations, focusing on trade diversification between traditional and non-traditional partners. The study employs a robust econometric approach using Fixed Effects (FE) and Difference-in-Differences (DiD) models, contributing to the literature on South-South cooperation and trade policy. The findings offer significant insights for policymakers by highlighting trade trends and the challenges of diversification.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and accurately reflects the study's focus. However, a possible refinement could be: "India-Africa Trade Diversification: Analyzing the Shift from Traditional to Non-Traditional Partners (2013-2017).
	

	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 well-structured, providing a clear summary of objectives, methodology, key findings, and policy implications.It may benefit from briefly mentioning the econometric techniques (FE and DiD) for better clarity on the methodological approach.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically sound and follows rigorous empirical analysis. The econometric models are appropriately chosen, and statistical findings are well-supported. Some additional clarification on why certain years (e.g., post-2015) were particularly significant in the DiD analysis would strengthen the discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a comprehensive and up-to-date reference list. Additional references on trade agreements between India and Africa and their impact on trade dynamics would enhance the discussion (e.g., recent trade policy papers from WTO or UNCTAD).


	

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


	The manuscript is well-written, but minor grammatical revisions can improve clarity. Some sections are overly complex; simplifying technical discussions for a broader audience would be beneficial.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study presents meaningful insights, but a comparative discussion on how India's trade with other developing regions (e.g., Latin America) differs from its Africa strategy would add further value.Policy recommendations are strong but could be expanded by discussing potential incentives India could introduce to encourage trade with non-traditional partners.
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