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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.


	· The AUM trend as observed in the chart works in generating the growth path that the mutual fund industry has been following since its inception though the growth could have been broadened by use of additional elaborations on the underlying market factors.

· The fact that the increase in AUM is very fast up to the year 2024 is an eloquent demonstration but the document could have been enhanced by adding any other macroeconomic or any other factor, which can be contributing to the increase.

· These changes that take place in the middle of the year are tracked, yet the depth of the analysis should be increased with the help of linking this or that event in the market.
· As a whole, the section provides a ringing descriptive summary.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title appears to be relevant and is consistent with the core themes of the manuscript and ultimately its suitability would be predicated on the degree of precision with regard to coverage of the study, variables methodology and outcomes. The title is appropriate unless the article explores the mutual fund AUM trends in details, in both behaviour and scheme wises composition.
	

	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.


	· Throughout the abstract, it is informative enough, except that it can be made more understandable in reference to specifying the main objectives of the study, research gap, and methodology. It ought to be clearly stated to enable improvement in terms of its scholastic soundness.

· Among the most important findings or trends, the aspects that are to be incorporated in the section will allow the readers at a glance observe the significance and implications of the findings.

· The abstract conclusion should be developed further to a certain extent with making emphasis on practical or policy implication of the research and this will add value to it making it further interesting to the readers.

· The abstract, in general, is brief; however, it could have been more telling with the desceptive side and analysis along with the evident novelty of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The general format of the manuscript and its point of view can be considered scientifically valid, based on the sections provided, the data interpretation is usually accurate.
	

	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?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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