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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The paper addresses the intersection of trade credit financing (TCF) and sustainability performance—a timely and underexplored area, especially in the context of emerging markets like India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear but could be made more concise (e.g., “Trade Credit Financing and Sustainability Performance: Evidence from Indian Firms”).
	

	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 strong but consider trimming repetitive statements about robustness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the gap is clear, the contribution could be emphasized more. For example, explicitly state how this study extends existing literature beyond finance and supply chain studies. A sharper set of research questions/hypotheses at the end of the introduction would help focus the reader.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The review is comprehensive but could be tightened; some references overlap in message. Consider a clearer conceptual framework figure to summarize links between TCF, financial relief & transparency SPI.


	

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


	Language generally good, but some sections are verbose. Shortening sentences will improve readability. A few typos/phrasing issues: e.g., “lousy sustainability practices” (use “poor practices”), “chiselling financial issues” (unclear—use “persistent” or “deep-rooted”).


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is strong and publishable after moderate revisions. Focus revisions on: Sharpening contribution and research questions. Clarifying methodology limitations and instrument validity. Condensing repetitive sections. Strengthening discussion with comparative/global insights.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)
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