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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.


	This manuscript contributes to the debate on the relationship between trade deficits and economic growth in developing economies. Using data from Bangladesh (1985–2024) and applying the Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) bounds testing approach, the study examines both the short-run and long-run effects of trade deficits on economic output. The results suggest that trade deficits can have a positive impact on growth when they are driven by productive imports, such as capital goods and intermediate inputs. Overall, the study provides useful insights for policymakers and researchers concerned with trade policy, macroeconomic stability, and growth in emerging economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Minor correction: Dynamics of Trade Deficit and Economic Output in Bangladesh: An ARDL Bounds Testing Approach. This revision improves readability and uses the commonly accepted phrasing of the econometric method.

	

	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 adequately presents the purpose of the study, methodology, and the main findings. However, it could be improved by making the structure clearer and reducing grammatical inconsistencies. Specifically:

Suggested improvements:

· Clearly mention the sample period (1985–2024) earlier.

· Briefly state the main empirical result more precisely.

· Clarify the policy implication of the positive relationship between trade deficit and output.

For example, the abstract could briefly emphasize that the positive long-run relationship reflects import-led growth through capital and intermediate goods.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The use of the ARDL bounds testing framework is appropriate for the data structure since the variables exhibit mixed integration orders (I(0) and I(1)). The econometric procedures including unit root tests, lag selection, bounds testing, long-run estimation, error correction modeling, and diagnostic tests are applied in a logically consistent manner. The interpretation of results is generally coherent with economic theory.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains a broad range of relevant literature covering both theoretical and empirical studies on trade deficits and economic growth. The references include classic theoretical works (Solow, Romer, Lucas, Fischer) as well as recent empirical contributions.

However, the literature review could be strengthened by:

· Including more recent empirical studies (2022–2024) on trade balance and growth.

· Integrating regional studies on South Asian economies to strengthen contextual relevance.

Overall, the references are adequate but could be slightly expanded to reflect the most recent literature.


	

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


	The manuscript communicates its ideas clearly, but language quality requires moderate editing. Several sentences contain grammatical inconsistencies, repetition, or typographical errors.

Examples include:

· “develop countries” instead of developed countries

· “merchet account” instead of merchandise account

· “disequilibrium of merchandise balance” which could be simplified.

A professional language editing or proofreading would significantly improve readability and presentation.




	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper provides a strong empirical framework, but it would benefit from clearer variable notation throughout the manuscript. Some tables and equations contain formatting inconsistencies, and figures should be more clearly labeled and consistently referenced in the text. Additionally, the policy implications could be expanded, particularly regarding trade policy, industrial policy, and human capital development.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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