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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive and data-driven analysis of wage disparities in India, illuminating the complex interplay between gender, geography, employment type, and vocational training. By integrating recent national survey data and policy evaluations, it offers valuable empirical evidence on how formal vocational education can contribute to wage improvements and labor market inclusion. The study also advances theoretical understanding by applying diverse economic and sociological frameworks to explain persistent wage gaps and the varying impact of training programs. Its policy-relevant insights emphasize the critical need for quality, recognized, and accessible vocational training, making it a significant contribution to research on labor economics, social equity, and skill development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is is suitable as it clearly reflects the focus on wage gaps and the role of vocational training in India while indicating a data-driven analytical approach.
	

	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 of the manuscript is quite comprehensive as it covers the key points: wage disparities by gender and region, the expansion and impact of vocational training, differences between formal and non-formal training, and policy implications. However, to align with best practices for scientific abstracts, a few enhancements could improve clarity and completeness:

· Add a brief sentence on the research design and data source early on (mentioning the use of nationally representative PLFS survey data and analytical methods) for context.

· Emphasize key quantitative results more distinctly, such as exact wage premium percentages for formal training, and statistics on labor participation gains.

· Include a concise concluding sentence summarizing the broader implications for policy and future research focus


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript’s use of PLFS data for analyzing wage disparities and vocational training impacts aligns with the survey’s strengths and limitations as documented in official reports and expert reviews. It correctly distinguishes between formal and non-formal training types, uses appropriate economic theories to frame the analysis, and references recent peer-reviewed studies and government reports for triangulation.

The findings and policy implications are consistent with current scholarly consensus and the empirical evidence available from these high-quality data sources. Thus, the work follows accepted scientific standards in data use, theory application, and interpretation for labor economics research in India


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and recent, covering key national surveys, government reports, and peer-reviewed studies from 2018 to 2025. They effectively support the analysis of wage disparities and vocational training outcomes in India.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communications. The writing exhibits a formal tone with clear and precise expression of complex ideas, appropriate for academic audiences. The vocabulary and sentence structures are well-chosen to maintain clarity and professionalism, avoiding informal language or conversational phrasing. The manuscript follows conventions of evidence-based reasoning and proper citation, which further supports its academic quality. Overall, the manuscript meets the standards expected in peer-reviewed social science and economic research publications.
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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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