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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 study is useful for the scientific community mainly due to following reasons:
· Studies the relationship between trade deficit and economic growth in Bangladesh

· The study uses significant data and then applies the ARDL method to understand both short-run and long-run effects.

· This study helps researcher and policy makers better understand how trade policies and external trade imbalances can affect economic growth in developing countries. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	First, a humble request is to correct the typo in the title. The method is written as AEDL, but it should be ARDL. After correcting this issue, the title is generally appropriate. However, a few suggestions are given below:

· Effect of trade deficit and its dynamics on Output of Bangladesh: A ARDL Bound test approach 
· Effects of trade deficits and dynamic on economic growth of Bangladesh: A ARDL bound test approach
	

	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.


	A study with such an interesting idea should also have a strong abstract, but the current abstract needs improvement.
· Please delete “Trade deficit is one of the debatable” up to “the absorptive capacity and the impact of trade dynamics of the real output.” 

· And a bit more rewriting in abstract is needed

NOTE: As abstract doesn’t require introduction, just the main objective of the study, data set used, methodology used. A summary of findings of study, and a few important recommendations. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the objective of the study is correct and the use of the ARDL bounds test is appropriate, the manuscript still lacks several important aspects:

· Trend analysis of the variables should be discussed together with the unit root results, as it explains the stationarity of variables.

· The inclusion of the theoretical framework in the introduction looks unclear. A better placement would be in the literature review section.

· The introduction should clearly explain the background of the study and highlight the issue that motivated the authors to work on this topic. Later, the literature review should highlight the existing research gap and end with the objective of the study along with the data used and methodology.

· The link between the theoretical framework and the empirical model of the study is missing.

· The first paragraph of the literature review is too long, and the length of paragraphs is inconsistent throughout the section.

· All variables are transformed into logarithmic form except exchange rate and inflation. However, Figure 2 shows positive values for both variables across all years.

· The equations of the ARDL model and ECM need revision and clearer presentation.

· The economic interpretation of long-run estimates is detailed, but the references used for interpretation are relatively old and should be updated.
· The justification for relying on PP results instead of ADF results should be clarified. Both tests should be interpreted consistently rather than selecting one test result.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are sufficient in recent, even then the following two reference are suggested to be included in the study
· Sarker, B. (2024). FDI-growth and trade-growth relationships during crises: evidence from Bangladesh. Financial Innovation, 10(1), 55.

· Bardi, W., & Hfaiedh, M. A. (2021). International trade and economic growth: Evidence from a panel ARDL-PMG approach. International Economics and Economic Policy, 18(4), 847-868.

· Rafiqui, S., Channa, Z. H., & Qadir, G. (2025). Assessing the Role of Exports and Imports with the OECD in Pakistan’s Economic Performance. ACADEMIA International Journal for Social Sciences, 4(2), 537−551.
	

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


	Although the manuscript tries to explain the research objective and results clearly, the English language quality needs significant improvement. The study conveys the main idea, but there are many grammatical mistakes, awkward sentence constructions, and inconsistent academic writing throughout the manuscript.

·  Several sentences are grammatically incorrect or poorly structured. For example, the sentence “Trade deficit makes challenges the economy in many ways” should be rewritten for clarity and correct grammar on page 2.

·  Some sentences are too long and unclear, which reduces readability and makes the argument difficult to follow.

·  There are frequent problems with verb tense, article usage, punctuation, and word choice, which affect the professional quality of the manuscript.

· There are also spelling mistakes in technical and common academic terms. For example:

· “Non-Stationaity Test” should be written as “Non-Stationarity Test.”

· “Differance” should be written as “Difference.”

· “Diagonostic Test” should be written as “Diagnostic Test.”

· “Apporch” should be written as “Approach.”

· In addition, some tables, variable descriptions, and equations are not clearly written or properly formatted, which affects the overall presentation of the econometric analysis.

Therefore, the manuscript requires careful proofreading and professional language editing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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