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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 is important for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into how government initiatives like Startup India foster entrepreneurship and economic growth. It highlights the role of policy, innovation, and institutional support in building sustainable startup ecosystems. The findings serve as a model for other developing nations aiming to promote innovation and job creation.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Grammatically incorrect

Suggested alternative (more academic and grammatically correct):
“Exploring Startup India’s Contribution to the Growth of India’s Startup Ecosystem”
	

	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 has several issues that limit its effectiveness. It contains grammatical errors, such as “is largely depends,” which reduce readability and professionalism. It is somewhat repetitive, emphasizing India’s economy and the importance of entrepreneurship without clearly stating the specific research objective or question. The methodology is not mentioned, leaving the reader unclear about how the study was conducted or how conclusions were reached. Additionally, the abstract does not adequately highlight the practical or policy implications of the findings, and the concluding statement is unclear, failing to emphasize the study’s contribution to the scientific community or its broader significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in terms of presenting factual information about the Startup India initiative, its objectives, and its impact on India’s startup ecosystem. The use of statistics, government reports, and references to recognized sources adds credibility. However, the manuscript relies heavily on secondary data and descriptive analysis, with limited critical evaluation or empirical testing of claims. Some statements are generalized without clear evidence or analytical support, which affects the scientific rigor. Additionally, minor grammatical errors and occasional lack of clarity in presenting data slightly undermine its overall scientific presentation. Overall, while the content is largely accurate, the manuscript would benefit from more analytical depth and clearer linkage between evidence and conclusions to strengthen its scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	  Global perspective: Including references that compare India’s startup ecosystem with other emerging economies could provide context and strengthen the discussion.

  Theoretical frameworks: Adding citations on entrepreneurship and innovation theories, such as Schumpeterian innovation, ecosystem theory, or institutional theory, could enhance the conceptual depth.

  Empirical studies: Incorporating more peer-reviewed empirical studies on the effectiveness of government-led startup initiatives or employment generation could improve the robustness of the analysis.
	

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


	  Grammatical errors:
· “India's economy, which is among the fastest-growing economy globally, is largely depends on the startup ecosystem.”
→ Correction: “India's economy, which is among the fastest-growing globally, largely depends on the startup ecosystem.”

· “These efforts seek to establish a favorable atmosphere for innovation, economic development, and employment generation.”
→ Grammatically correct, but could be simplified for clarity: “These efforts aim to create a favorable environment for innovation, economic growth, and job creation.”

  Awkward phrasing:
· “Start-up India is a pioneering program designed to transform India into a hub of job creators.”
→ Better phrasing: “Start-up India is a flagship program aimed at transforming India into a hub of job creators.”

· “The study explores the startup ecosystem of India, which is facilitated by the scheme, in contributing to India's economic growth and in generating large employment opportunities by providing bank financing.”
→ Better phrasing: “The study examines how the Startup India initiative contributes to India’s economic growth and job creation through financial support mechanisms.”

  Long/convoluted sentences:
· “With its growing startup environment, India is currently the world's third largest. India possesses the world's greatest youth population, full of prospective entrepreneurs and abundance of opportunity to realize that potential.”
→ Could be split and simplified: “India currently has the world’s third-largest startup ecosystem. It also has the largest youth population, offering abundant potential for entrepreneurship.”

· “Five months after his comments, the central government's Start-Up India initiative was launched on January 16, 2016, with the objective of assisting and promoting Indian startups, encouraging innovation that will boost long-term economic growth, and creating a significant number of job opportunities through bank financing.”
→ Better: “Five months later, on January 16, 2016, the central government launched the Start-Up India initiative to promote Indian startups, encourage innovation, support long-term economic growth, and generate employment through financial assistance.”
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