Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Business and Accounting

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEBA_148158

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Environmental Performance Index and Economic Development: Evidence from Panel Data Analysis in India’s EAG States

	Type of the 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.


	This study presents a significant empirical analysis examining the relationship between economic development (measured by State Net Domestic Product, or NSDP) and environmental quality (measured by the Environmental Performance Index, or EPI). It focuses on eight Indian Empowered Action Group (EAG) states over the period 2010–2023. The primary objective is to test the validity of the Environmental Kuznets Curve (EKC) hypothesis in this specific regional context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	NO
Economic development and environmental variability in Indian EAG states: Evidence of a weak (or nonexistent) environmental Kuznets curve when considering fixed effects.
	

	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.


	Yes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.
	

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


	- The manuscript must include a dedicated, formal list of all abbreviations used (e.g., EPI, NSDP, EKC, EAG, OLS) to adhere to standard academic formatting and ensure clarity for the reader.

- All maps and diagrams (including the bar charts and scatter plots) must be uniformly categorized as Figures and re-sequenced sequentially (e.g., Figure 1, Figure 2, Figure 3, etc.) for consistency and ease of reference. Currently, Maps 1-4 and Figures 1-3 are intermixed; the order needs to be standardized.
- The results of the Hausman test and the F-test for individual effects must be re-evaluated and reconciled. The F-test (Table 3) strongly suggests that the Fixed Effects (FE) model is statistically appropriate because it captures the significant state-specific heterogeneity.

- Given the statistical preference for the FE model, the Discussion and Conclusion must shift their focus. The most critical finding is the insignificance of the NSDP and {NSDP}2 coefficients in the FE model.

- The Discussion and Conclusion must clearly state that the insignificance of the FE coefficients reinforces the need for targeted, context-specific policy interventions in each EAG state.
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