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	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.


	Analyse long and short run impacts of inflation on Bangladesh economy which will be helpful for developing policies.
Helps understand how inflation is affecting major macroeconomic variables
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 not comprehensive, but it is still fine. 
The statement on application of the study is obvious and very detailed information, so it is better to remove that sentence. 
Also, instead of listing variables that are influenced by inflation, the author should numerically present to what extent the level of inflation affects those variables (i.e. should write the numerical results).

Overall, the abstract is good.
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	The author used a mix of references in terms of their publication. Over half of them were made a decade ago, but the author also used some recent publications, including those published in 2024.
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	The author’s language usage is appropriate and suitable for scholarly work.
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	The empirical and descriptive section of the paper is good. 
The language, at some point, seems more polished. But, this is fine as it is intended only to make the paper easy to understand.
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