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	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 introduction and the content of the work is well-written, outlining the general boundaries of the article's target. The study points out quite well what is being pursued, namely the impact of fiscal deficits on economic growth in India, analyzing whether fiscal deficits have supported growth by expanding aggregate demand, in accordance with Keynesian theory, or on the contrary, whether they inflame inflationary spurts, increase the debt burden and the capital crowding effects associated with persistent deficits. Methodologically, the article examines the short- and long-run relationships between GDP and three key fiscal indicators - the gross fiscal deficit, the revenue deficit and capital expenditure - using the autoregressive distributed lag (ARDL) framework. The short-run ARDL dynamics reveal strong and statistically significant relationships: the fiscal deficit is positively related to GDP in the short run, while the revenue deficit exerts a strong negative impact, and capital expenditure exhibits adverse short-run effects that may reflect implementation delays. The results of the study lean towards supporting Keynesian theory in the short term.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	  Yes
	

	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 relatively speaking, add two or three more recent titles.
	

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

	    Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	There is an unclosed parenthesis in the JB equation. Also, where stationarty is tested, it should be clearly written in the table when stationarity is obtained (i.e. not both expressions, which can lead to confusion), how we are interested in stationarity, e.g. Stationary, I(0) or I(1) as is the case. Also in table 3, a deficient expression, for example: Adj. RÂ² it should be: Adj. R-squared.
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