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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 paper addresses the critical interplay between export instability, foreign exchange reserves, and economic growth in India, offering valuable empirical evidence using the ARDL approach. It uniquely attempts to bridge traditional econometric analysis with a forward-looking discussion on Industry 5.0 and AI, highlighting how modern technology could mitigate export volatility in key Indian sectors. The findings regarding bidirectional causality between exports and GDP contribute meaningfully to the debate on export-led growth strategies in developing economies.
	

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

	Yes, the title accurately reflects the manuscript's dual focus on the econometric analysis of export dynamics and the qualitative assessment of technological impacts. It effectively incorporates the methodology (ARDL) and the specific context (Indian Exports), so no alternative title is necessary.
	

	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.

	The abstract generally covers the objectives and methods well, but it contains a critical contradiction regarding the results that must be corrected. Specifically, the abstract claims "no significant association is found between foreign currency reserves and GDP" , whereas the conclusion states that forex has a "substantial influence" with a significant positive coefficient. This discrepancy must be resolved to accurately reflect the study's actual findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As stated above, there is a major scientific inconsistency: the Abstract states that foreign exchange reserves have no significant association with GDP , yet Table 3 and the Conclusion text explicitly report a positive and statistically significant relationship (p=0.043). Furthermore, the section on "Transformative Potential of Advanced Technologies" is entirely qualitative and does not appear to be integrated into the quantitative ARDL model, creating a methodological disconnect. These issues need to be addressed for the paper to be scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliography is sufficient and includes a good number of recent sources, with several citations from 2023 and 2024 ensuring the literature review is current. However, the citation style is inconsistent, some entries use full first names while others use initials, so I suggest standardizing the formatting throughout the reference list.
	

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

	The manuscript is generally readable, but the tone is occasionally too conversational for an academic paper, such as the sentence "So, if you want to keep growth going for a long time...". I recommend a thorough proofread to elevate the formality of the language and correct minor grammatical phrasing to ensure it meets scholarly standards.
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