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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 (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.


	1. This manuscript is analytical, providing robust information to the Scientific community;
2. It provides basis to formulate poverty reduction plans at micro and macro levels;

3. The paper provide possible ways to bridge the gap between the rich and the poor;

4. The paper provides for further research at exploring ways for complete eradication of poverty from any society.

The manuscript is analytical, though some words were being muddled up. However, it serves the purpose.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is not all that suitable. I suggest as follows:
‘Poverty Alleviation Strategies in India: A Comparative Analysis of Multidimensional Poverty Index (MPI) and Human Development Index (HDI).
The new heading will reflect the actual facts
	

	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 actual aim appeared silent in the abstract, rather attention was being focused on the parameters to be used.  The aim should have been stated befor incorporating the parameters of MPI and HDI. However, part of the aim was stated in the literature review where he stated ‘The study aim to inform both academic discourse and policy design and advancing India commitment to inclusive and equitable development.
The abstract will involve retating the aim of the manuscript expressly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is Scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references  are sufficient.
	

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


	The quality of the language is appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Good. It can be accepted for publication after the above amendments.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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