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	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.


	See my enclosed report. I think the methodology is flawed. Barring indivisibilities, if the price of gold doubles one can just purchase half the amount. The survey should try to get at the source of any indivisibilities preventing poor households from accessing the market for fractional gold and/or gold exchange-traded funds (ETFs). If there is a missing market problem, could this be solved easily? Things may be worse now than ten year ago, but are they worse than in 1947 for the median household?
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	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 gives a good summary of the goals and methodology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, except for what seems to be the implicit assumption that gold is an indivisible commodity, like a whole loaf of bread. As I note in my attached report, there are many possible ways to get around this problem, which may or may not be accessible to poorer Indian households.
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