
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Economics and Trade

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JET_14455

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Artificial Intelligence and Development in India: A Hierarchical Framework of Enablers, Constraints, and Sequencing

	Type of the Article
	


	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 question that this manuscript answers is timely and of a strategic significance: in which institutional and structural conditions can Artificial Intelligence serve as a competitive driver of inclusive economic development in India? The paper does not consider AI as a standalone driver of growth but instead as a conditional general-purpose technology whose results are based on underlying capabilities. The hierarchical constraint model and logic of sequencing is an organized guide to policymakers and development economists. The subject is very timely to new economies that seek AI-driven change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is useful in terms of representing the scope and conceptual contribution of the manuscript. It is a clear indication of the emphasis on India, the development that is AI-driven, and the hierarchical constraint framework.
	

	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 is sufficient in summarizing the purpose, framework, sectoral coverage and main argument. It also makes it clear that the effects of AI are contingent upon harmonized underlying enablers and not diffusion of technologies alone.

Suggested improvements:

1. Explain the methodology (systematic narrative review) in a little more detail.

2. Refer to the Four Cs framework in the abstract.

3. Say that the hierarchical constraint perspective is the primary conceptual input of the paper.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The text is also logical and conceptually sound. The hierarchy in which the constraints are framed (underlying, structural/governance, systemic risks) makes sense and is consistent with the existing literature on digital development.

Nevertheless, the text is largely interpretive. The mention of interpretive structural modeling (ISM) is not matricized and formalized through the use of matrices and the use of formal analysis. The hierarchy of the four Cs is not empirically tested and quantitatively validated. Enhancing scientific rigor would be achieved by strengthening methodological rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are recent policy reports (2024-2025), World Bank reports, publications of NITI Aayog, and evidence on the sector. In most cases they are suitable. However: 

some of the sources will be policy documents or institutional reports instead of peer-reviewed research. 

More scholarly literature on: should have been incorporated in the paper. 

AI governance frameworks

Digital readiness indices

Diffusion of technology within the institutions.

Comparative strategies in the development of AI.

A larger number of peer-reviewed academic sources would enhance the scholarly depth.
	

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


	clear and understandable
	

	Optional/General comments


	for improvement:

Minimizing protocol (search strategy, inclusion criteria).

Make the ISM assertion operational.

Give quantifiable indicators of the 4 Cs.

Add sectoral impact empirical proxies or KPIs.

Enlarge comparative foreign benchmarking.

Elaborate policy recommendations through mechanisms of action.
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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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