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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 article offers a thorough analysis of the performance of the startup ecosystem in India from 2019 to 2023, shedding light on its resilient and dynamic growth. The study is an essential tool for investors, entrepreneurs, and politicians since it emphasises how government programs, digital transformation, and venture capital investments affect startup growth. Understanding the future course of India's entrepreneurial landscape is also greatly aided by the comparison of various forecasting models and the anticipated growth trends. This book enhances the scientific community's comprehension of the elements propelling innovation and economic growth in developing economies by illuminating both present patterns and anticipated future developments.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	is appropriate

	

	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 purpose of the study and the significance of comprehending startup growth in India should be briefly discussed in the abstract. For instance, it might mention in passing the difficulties the industry is facing (like COVID-19) and the necessity of these forecasts to direct future investment and policy.
While the abstract mentions general trends and projections, it would be helpful to explicitly highlight the most critical findings of the study, such as the significant YoY growth rates (e.g., 30.12% in 2020) and the projections for 2024-2026. Providing a glimpse of the main conclusions will offer a stronger insight into the results.If the study uses any specific forecasting methods or analytical tools (e.g., ARIMA, Holt-Winters), this could be briefly mentioned to provide readers with an understanding of the analytical rigor .In addition to discussing the study's contribution to the body of current research, the abstract should highlight the study's possible consequences, particularly how the findings might affect the choices made by investors, entrepreneurs, and legislators.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The examination of startup development trends and future estimates in the book is accurate from a scientific standpoint, particularly when it comes to the usage of reliable forecasting models. However, greater methodological transparency and a more thorough examination of model comparison and earlier research would strengthen the paper's rigour and guarantee its complete scientific validity. The manuscript's contribution to professional and scholarly knowledge of India's startup ecosystem will likewise be strengthened by these additions.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reputable sources that offer insightful information about the Indian startup ecosystem and government activities are included in the document, including studies from DPIIT, NASSCOM, and PwC. To reflect the current situation of startup growth in India after 2023, the document could be improved by including more recent studies (from the last 1-2 years). The paper would also be strengthened by including studies on venture capital trends, digital transformation, and the changing role of government initiatives.

	

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


	The article's English and language are typically appropriate for academic discourse. The style is formal, understandable, and suitably organised for scholarly readers. To increase readability and coherence, a few tweaks can be done. To improve the flow of ideas, for example, some sentences might be made more concise and the transitions between sections could be made easier. The manuscript would also be strengthened by making sure that terminology and style are consistent. Although the language is adequate overall, it would be more scholarly if it were slightly revised for clarity and fluidity.
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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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