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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.


	This manuscript offers a valuable interdisciplinary contribution by bridging ancient Indian fiscal philosophy with modern public finance theory. It brings Indian Knowledge Systems into dialogue with contemporary taxation debates, an area that remains underexplored in mainstream economics literature. The comparative framework enriches scholarship in economic history, governance studies, and fiscal policy by showing conceptual continuities in equity, welfare orientation, and administrative ethics. The work is especially relevant for scholars interested in indigenous knowledge traditions and their relevance to modern institutional design.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant but contains grammatical issues. Suggested - Reinterpreting Ancient Indian Taxation Philosophy for the Modern Indian Economy: Insights through the Lens of Kautilya’s Arthashastra
	

	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 is comprehensive and clearly states the objective, method, and contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually sound and logically structured.
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	References are adequate and authoritative. A few post-2021 GST or digital tax governance studies could be added to enhance recency.
	

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


	English quality is generally good and suitable for scholarly publication. Minor grammatical issues occur (e.g., “An Insights,” “Lense,” article usage). A light professional language edit is recommended.
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	No ethical issues observed
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