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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 addresses a highly relevant and timely policy reform in India’s fiscal landscape: the transition from GST 1.0 to GST 2.0. It provides a structured comparison of the two regimes, highlighting implications for consumers, small businesses, and macroeconomic stability. The work contributes to the literature on indirect taxation and public finance by presenting empirical evidence and theoretical insights that will be valuable to both academics and policymakers. The subject matter is particularly important for the South Asian context, where tax reforms have broad implications for federalism, compliance, and economic growth.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the manuscript’s focus. No changes are required.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and informative, clearly outlining the context, methods, and results. However, it could be strengthened by briefly mentioning the limitations of the study and a clearer statement of originality. Including a concluding sentence on broader policy implications would improve its balance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It uses official government data and secondary sources effectively, integrates relevant theoretical frameworks (institutional economics, regulatory arbitrage, federalism), and provides both descriptive and comparative analysis. However, a deeper empirical econometric model (e.g., time-series or CGE analysis) could strengthen the robustness of the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, mostly recent, and relevant, covering both policy documents and scholarly articles. However, the manuscript could benefit from additional references to international tax reform literature (e.g., OECD reports on VAT/GST reforms) to enhance global contextualization.
	

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


	The language is clear, scholarly, and suitable for academic publication. Minor edits for conciseness could improve readability, but overall it is of high quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a rich and well-structured analysis of GST reforms. The tables and item-level comparisons are particularly useful for policymakers and researchers. The discussion of risks and challenges is balanced, though more elaboration on the long-term revenue implications for states would add depth. The conclusion is well-formulated, but could emphasize more strongly how this study advances existing knowledge beyond policy commentary.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical concerns are identified. The manuscript is based on secondary data and official reports.
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