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	Reviewer’s comment

	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 paper attempts to compare ancient and modern taxation systems in India. It uses secondary data. It concludes that there are similarities in principles despite contextual difference and hence lessons drawn in modern taxation. This is important in the dynamic field of taxation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	There are spelling mistakes in the title. I suggest these three alternatives:
1. Reinterpreting Ancient Indian Taxation Philosophy for the Modern Indian Economy: Insights from Kautilya’s Arthashatra.
2. Revisiting Ancient Wisdom: Kautilya’s Arthashastra and its implication for taxation in Modern India.

3. Kautilya’s Arthashatra and Moden Indian Taxation: Reinterpreting Ancient Principles for Contemporary Economic Governance
	

	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, but the author can add recommendations and suggestion for further research at the end.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, if follows the standard research paper. The author should have findings section, separate from discussion section. The findings should clearly state which documents the information came from. 
The paper relies on outdated literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Big concern is the age of the literature used. Majority of the papers reviewed are 30-40 years old. It needs to be aligned with modern literature gaps. Authors must do another literature review.
	

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


	Yes, but there are lots of spelling mistakes. The author should stick to English (UK) consistently.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None noticed.
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