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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 because it provides clear, gender disaggregated evidence on how India’s labour market adjusted to the COVID-19 shock using nationally representative PLFS data. It shows that rising female labour force participation during the pandemic was largely driven by distress and informal absorption rather than improved job opportunities, challenging dominant global narratives. The study therefore adds important context-specific insights for labour economics, gender studies, and policy design in developing economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the focus on COVID-19 and gendered labour-market outcomes in India. However, to better highlight the key finding that rising female participation was largely distress-driven, a slightly more specific alternative could be: Suggested alternative titles:

“COVID-19 and Gendered Labour Market Adjustments in India: Evidence from PLFS Data”

OR 

“Gendered Labour Market Shocks and Adjustments in India during and after COVID-19”

Note: Suggestion only 
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive and clearly presents the objectives, data, key findings, and policy relevance of the study. A minor improvement would be to mention the study period (2017–18 to 2022–23) and briefly highlight the rural–urban contrast in gendered outcomes. No major deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It uses appropriate data (PLFS), standard labour-market indicators, and established methods of descriptive analysis, and the findings are logically interpreted and well supported by existing literature. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and recent. Adding a few more recent India-focused studies, such as recent ILO (2023–24) reports, or World Bank (2023) analyses on post-pandemic labour-market recovery would further strengthen the paper.
	

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


	Yes, the language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical edits and stylistic polishing would improve clarity and conciseness, but the overall academic tone and readability are appropriate. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and presents the research clearly. The study is valuable, and the findings contribute meaningfully to the field. Overall, it reflects high scientific quality and is suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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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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