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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 article presents a descriptive analysis of public health expenditure in India and its relationship with economic growth. The work is factually grounded and provides a clear narrative about India's low public spending and its implications. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Comments  

1. Public expenditure on health and its economic implications is a critical subject for developing countries, especially India. 

2. The paper draws from credible sources such as WHO, NHA, and government datasets. Seven tables provide useful comparative insights across countries, time periods, and expenditure components.

3. The problem statement and objectives directly relate to national health financing challenges. 

4. The recommendations address fiscal prioritization, rural health disparities, and the need to improve public health infrastructure.

Corrections  

1. Review of literature are not in systematic (for example not follow Alphabet or Year wise)

2. If it is good include at least one empirical technique (e.g., OLS, time-series trend analysis, correlation matrix) to strengthen findings.

3. In the row for 2016–17, “2.13,119” is incorrect formatting in table 3

4. Table 3 lists population numbers (117, 118…)—likely in crores or millions—but not specified. Same for GDP.

5. Table 6 and 7 Percentages Do Not Add Up to 100%, This weakens clarity and may confuse readers.

6. It is better include the theoretical framework in this paper

7. Some points appear multiple times (e.g., public spending 1% of GDP, rural–urban disparities).

8. Typographical and Formatting Errors in table 5 that under other system of Medicine 25 not follow uniform. 

9. In table 1 “It is 3.8% for upper middle income countries but actual value is 4.0. Table formatting is inconsistent.

· The article is informative, relevant, and well-organized at a descriptive level.
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