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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.


	The manuscript presents a time-series analysis exploring the relationship between macroeconomic indicators (unemployment, inflation, and real per capita GDP) and different types of crime in India over the period 1991–2018. The topic is timely and relevant, especially in the Indian context, where economic transformations have been rapid and uneven.
However, the writing should be enhanced by including:
1. the importance of the study. It is unclear in the text.

2. what is the research gap? Why is the study needed now?

3. why the sample county is India? Why its important to conduct this research using India?


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title needed enhancement. Its misleading. The word “ten million observations” referring to what? The title does not reflate the core idea of the study. Suggestion of title as below:
“Do Macroeconomic Variables Drive Crime Types? Long-Term Evidence from India”. 

This title highlighting the focus of this study. 
	

	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 authors well written the abstract, covering main elements such as objective, methods results and conclusion. However, the gap should be highlighted in the abstract, this will attract the readers. Furthermore, suggesting changing conclusion to recommendation will further enhance the abstract by including some write up on policy implications. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The basic requirement is fulfilled. However, some justification is needed:
1. why the data covered from 1991-2018 only, as now is 2025. The data still relevant for current context?

2. what is the justification of the selected variables for this study? What is the theoretical justification on the selected variables? 

3. What is the reason for the ARDL model used in this study? 

4. lastly, why the model must retest using different dependent variable? How will this contribute to the outcome of this study? Need a justification as well. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I don’t have any issue with the references. However, majority citations are based pioneer studies. Latest references should be included as well. 
	

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


	I don’t find any major issue here. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Literature review is missing. This section is needed to see the development of the study and in identifying the gap of the study.
· Any reason for the Table 1 is included in the induction section. This is basically the data used in the study. What is the rational to include it in the introduction? Does this help in enhancing the introduction writing?  

· What is the implication of this study. Need to include in the conclusion section. 

· How about the limitation? 
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	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)
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