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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.


	To meet the intended target and enhance the development process of any economy, policymakers need to have a clear understanding of the actual state of the economy. The article is quite significant for the scientific community, as the author analyzed sectoral development patterns and described the situation for both High- and Low-income states in India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the manuscript indicates its scope and key points.
	

	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 of the article clearly and adequately defines the objective of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, scientifically, the manuscript appears to be well-written; however, further clarification is recommended in the methodology section to ensure the robustness of the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In the introductory paragraph of the introduction, the authors may add some latest references. 
However, I suggest including some recent empirical work in the literature review section (if any).
	

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


	Overall, the language is appropriate; however, a few grammatical issues have been identified. To improve the academic tone, these errors can be corrected through minor editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	One important observation I made during the review is that the author did not mention any equations or models in the study. It is recommended that the author at least include the general form and econometric form of the model in the methodology section. Additionally, the authors could improve the policy implication section.
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