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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 a highly relevant and policy-oriented theme by examining Artificial Intelligence not merely as a technological innovation but as a conditional driver of economic development within the Indian context. Its sectoral analysis across agriculture, healthcare, manufacturing, and governance provides an interdisciplinary perspective that bridges technology studies, development economics, and institutional policy analysis. The proposed “hierarchical constraint” framework offers a useful conceptual lens for understanding why AI adoption yields uneven developmental outcomes across sectors and regions. Such an approach contributes to ongoing global discussions on responsible and inclusive AI deployment in emerging economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the analytical scope of the manuscript, particularly its focus on enablers, constraints, and sequencing in AI-led development. It effectively communicates both the thematic orientation and the geographic focus, making it suitable for readers interested in AI policy and developmental frameworks. No alternative title is necessary, though a slightly shorter version could improve readability if desired.
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the study’s objectives, methodological approach (systematic narrative review), and central findings regarding the role of foundational enablers such as connectivity, compute, context, and competency. It effectively summarizes the argument that AI adoption is mediated by institutional readiness rather than being an automatic growth driver. To improve clarity, the abstract could include a brief indication of the methodological limitations and the broader implications for policy implementation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	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?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Given the identified level of AI-generated content (~33%), it is recommended that the editorial office evaluate the manuscript in accordance with the journal’s AI-content detection and publication ethics policy before final acceptance. The final decision regarding acceptance or rejection should be aligned with the journal’s formal guidelines on AI-assisted writing and originality compliance.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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