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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 paper makes a timely and policy-relevant contribution by re-examining the sectoral drivers of India’s economic growth over more than six decades. Using annual data and the ARDL bounds testing approach, it clarifies whether manufacturing or services currently lead India’s growth trajectory. The results challenge the conventional belief that services dominate and instead highlight the renewed importance of manufacturing and agriculture. The study thus enriches the literature on structural transformation and provides practical insights for development policy in emerging economies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is clear, concise, and well aligned with the research objective.

Suggested retention: What Drives India’s Economic Growth: Manufacturing or Services?
Alternatively, a slightly more specific option could be: Manufacturing vs. Services: Evidence on the Drivers of India’s Economic Growth (1960–2023).
	

	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 clearly states the study’s objective, data period, methodology, and key findings. It accurately summarizes the ARDL approach and the main conclusions.

Suggestions:

· Add one sentence on the policy implications (e.g., strengthening “Make in India” and “Startup India” initiatives).

· Briefly quantify the relative contribution of each sector to GDP growth for greater clarity.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. The methodology is appropriate, the ARDL/ECM framework is properly applied, and diagnostic tests (CUSUM, RESET, heteroskedasticity) confirm model stability. The interpretation of coefficients and long-run relationships is consistent with economic theory. Minor improvement could be made by clarifying the economic meaning of the 0.64 adjustment speed in the ECM results.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are mostly sufficient and well cited, combining classical and modern sources. However, a larger share pre-dates 2020. Adding recent empirical works on India’s post-COVID manufacturing and digital-services growth would improve recency.

Suggested additions:

· Ghose (2022), Economic & Political Weekly – on India’s manufacturing revival.

· Rodrik (2023), Journal of Economic Growth – on post-industrial structural change.

	

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


	Yes, the English language is clear and professional. Minor grammatical refinements (article use and punctuation) are recommended for stylistic consistency. Overall readability and academic tone are satisfactory and meet journal standards.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and presents sound econometric evidence. Figures and tables are properly labeled and support the discussion effectively. A separate “Discussion” section linking results to prior studies (Dasgupta & Singh 2006; Kathuria & Natarajan 2013) could strengthen theoretical integration. The paper is suitable for publication after minor revision to update references and polish language.
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