Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	South Asian Journal of Social Studies and Economics 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_SAJSSE_145462

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Streamlining Indirect Taxation in India: Assessing the Transition from GST 1.0 to GST 2.0

	Type of the Article
	Short Research Article


	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 article is important to the Indian Community, given the transition from GST1.0 to GST2.0. It also contributes to the global discourse on simplifying indirect taxation and highlights lessons applicable to other developing economies. 
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	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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.


	You may improve by adding a statement that the study is based on secondary government data, so the reader will limit his expectation. Other result that was not mentioned in the abstract is the GDP increased of the country based on the transition.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript was scientifically organized. However, the methodology is unclear, though descriptive statistics were mentioned. It would be nice if a model or a framework were mentioned and how the data were analyzed.
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	Yes.
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	The paper is well-structured, timely, and scientifically correct. Minor revisions are needed in methodology clarity on how the data were analyzed
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