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	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.


	This manuscript provides significant contributions to the scientific community by offering a comprehensive analysis of the relationship between economic growth and inequality, integrating a variety of contemporary theories and empirical data. It provides novel insights into the role of human capital, governance structures, and sectoral shifts, particularly in developing economies. By critically examining key economic factors and their impact on both growth and income disparity, the manuscript opens avenues for further research that can influence policy formulation. The detailed exploration of regional disparities and industrial development also offers a crucial foundation for future studies in global economic development, ensuring that it will be an essential reference for researchers and policymakers alike.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	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 provides a comprehensive summary of the study's objectives, methodology, and key results, presenting a thorough comparison of sectoral growth patterns across low- and high-income states in India. However, it could be strengthened by offering more clarity on the theoretical frameworks used in the analysis. Additionally, a deeper examination of how sectoral contributions were quantitatively measured would add value, particularly in light of the potential limitations associated with secondary data sources. Furthermore, the abstract would benefit from a discussion on the broader socioeconomic and policy implications of the findings, especially in terms of their relevance to national development strategies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and generally follows a well-structured research approach.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally robust and well-rounded, drawing on foundational works related to economic growth, inequality, and development theories. However, it would benefit from a clearer connection between the sources, showcasing how these studies contribute collectively to the research question. Specifically, references, particularly those concerning India, seem somewhat disconnected from the overarching theoretical context established by earlier works. Additionally, incorporating more recent empirical research could enhance its relevance to current discussions in the field. While the references largely adhere to APA 7th edition guidelines, some areas require attention. The author correctly lists authors and publication dates with proper punctuation, and titles are italicized as required, though some capitalization issues persist, particularly with article and book titles, which should be in sentence case. For online sources, DOIs and URLs are generally well formatted, but a period after the DOI or URL should be avoided (e.g., after "https://doi.org/10.1257/jel.37.4.1615"). The citation for the Government of India (2023) lacks a retrieval date, which is necessary. Publisher information is mostly accurate, but consistency could be improved, especially in omitting place names like "London: Duckworth" or "Oxford University Press" when not essential.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript meets scholarly standards for English usage. With minor editing for conciseness and stylistic polish, it would be fully appropriate for academic publication.
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