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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 introduction establishes a solid context, immediately highlighting the importance of the issue of inter-state income disparities in India and its implications for balanced growth. The reference to seminal work (Aghion et al., Galor and Moav) to justify the negative impact of inequality on national growth is a good theoretical starting point.

The characterization of state economies according to their sectoral dependence is relevant, with clear examples such as Bihar (agriculture) and Goa (less dependent). The article rightly points out that, despite the 1991 reforms and poverty reduction, regional inequalities have persisted and even increased.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The title is too generic and uninformative.

Proposal:

Comparative Analysis of Growth in Indian States: Role of Structural and Sectoral Factors
	

	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.


	Yes. Add Indian states in the keywords. Strengthen the summary with two or three strong economic policy implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The empirical literature review based on recent studies (2022, 2023, 2024 and 2025) and on other continents was missing to compare and properly establish the problem.

The study's methodology must be reviewed.

Specify what type of regression (for example, panel data regression if the data are over several years per state) was used, and whether robustness tests (heteroscedasticity, autocorrelation) were performed.

For example, the fixed effects and random effects methods could be used to establish the econometric foundations of the model.

The model must be written and variables such as the quality of institutions added.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. The references are not all recent. The author should make an effort to refer to recent authors without their participation in empirical analysis.
	

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


	Yes, acceptable
	

	Optional/General comments


	Section 3.6 is incomplete. The regression analysis results for low-income states (and ideally also for high-income states for direct comparison, even if the focus is on low-income states) are crucial. It is essential to present the model (coefficients, standard errors or p-values, R2) to support the claims about "relative contributions."

Once the regression results are presented, it will be necessary to explicitly discuss whether hypotheses H1 to H4 are accepted or rejected, based on statistical tests.

The tables are clear, but graphs (e.g., bar charts comparing sectoral means and standard deviations, or trend charts if the data permit) could make the disparities even more striking and facilitate understanding.

It would be wise to include a short section on the limitations of the study (e.g., reliance on secondary data, lack of finer socio-demographic or institutional variables in the model if this is not the case, or the study period which, although recent, does not capture all historical dynamics).
This article is a very promising and well-conducted piece of research. The foundations are solid, and the preliminary results are very interesting.

Completing the regression results section and incorporating the suggestions above will make it an even more robust and influential contribution.
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