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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.


	The manuscript addresses the long-standing and policy-relevant debate on the relationship between economic growth and income inequality, focusing on selected South American economies. By employing panel econometric techniques over a long time horizon (1991–2023), the study attempts to empirically test the Kuznets hypothesis within a regional context characterized by persistent inequality and structural heterogeneity. The inclusion of control variables such as population, government expenditure, and domestic credit adds policy relevance to the analysis. However, while the topic itself is important for development economics and public policy, the manuscript’s contribution is substantially weakened by extremely high textual similarity and limited originality in framing, interpretation, and methodological justification.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is broad and generic, a suggestion;
· Economic Growth and Income Inequality in South America: A Panel ARDL Analysis (1991–2023)
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a technical standpoint, the econometric procedures are broadly appropriate and aligned with standard empirical practice in applied macroeconomics. However, the scientific rigor in interpretation and originality is insufficient.
	

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

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


	Not suitable for scholarly communication in its current form.
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