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	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 crucial for the scientific community as it presents novel findings that contribute to the advancement of knowledge in its respective field. Moreover, the manuscript acts as an important resource for scholars, helping to spread essential information that can guide future research, applications, and innovations. Its publication also fosters collaboration and conversation within the scientific community, advancing shared knowledge and progress.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The in-text citations (IBEF, 2025), Census of India (2011), (GoI, 2020), (RBI, 2022; Government of Manipur, 2022) under the introduction section can’t be found in the reference list.

· There are no references for the sources of the data table (table 1, 2 and 4) in reference list
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	It emphasizes the manuscript's strengths, including the novelty of the research, the robustness of the methodology, and the clarity of its presentation. The article's overall structure and organization are well-crafted. And I found out some observations

(1)  It would be beneficial to expand the literature review to incorporate more recent or relevant references.

(2) The statistical tool (Excel, SPSS, EViews etc.) for the regression analysis should be mentioned in the methodology part.

(3) In interpretation part of table (3), the phrase “buoyancy of the state’s own tax revenue is 1.142” is not same with the result table. The negative values should be interpreted properly with the valid reason based on the research objectives.
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