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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 manuscript is of importance to the scientific community because it’s allow add to the bosy of knowledge on the GST reform in Indian.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic is okay but I will advise the authors write out the full meaning of  GSP in the topic for reader clarity sake. 
	

	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.


	To the best of my knowlwege, an abstrct should have four major component;
i. The study objectives
ii. Methodology
iii. Research finding and
iv. Conclusion
The abstract is silenced on the objectives of the study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct because if follows research procedures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The recency of the cited journals is fantastic. The only thing I see is tst those references do not have doi to authetical there sources.
	

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


	Yes, the english is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I noticed that the authors used bullet point all through the write-up (see 2.9,3,4.1, 4.2.1 etc) which is wrong
They can use roman figure instead. The suthors should check and make necessary corrections.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

I do not perceive any ethical issue.
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