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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.


	The paper is a contribution to the emerging body of work on the COVID-19 labour-market consequences, as it presents a more in-depth and gender disaggregated study of the Indian labour market through the use of PLFS data. The study contributes to the understanding of female labour participation as a result of distress in relation to the pre-pandemic, pandemic, and post-pandemic periods, as opposed to empowerment-based employment increase. The article contributes to the research by separating the difference between labour force participation change, employment structure change and sector change. This study can inform policy makers, labour economists and gender, employment resilience and post pandemic recovery researchers in developing economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and it well represents the scope and focus of the study.
	

	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 detailed and well outlines the aims, data, methodology and the significant conclusions. Nonetheless, it can be somewhat enhanced by outlining in more detail the fact that the increase in female participation was to a great extent distress-related than a sign of better quality of employment. The abstract could be made more powerful by adding a one-line sentence that would emphasize the relevance of the policy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically good. The objectives are suitable to the methodology used, and the fact that the PLFS data is used in several years enables the strong analysis of trends.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the sources are adequate and consider both recent and relevant articles and researches done by respected organizations and institutions like WTO, ILO, IMF, and academic sources that are peer reviewed. The literature review reveals the effective involvement with both research on the global scope and India research in particular. There is no significant further sources to be obtained, but minor updates can be made in case newer studies based on PLFS can be found.
	

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


	The language is mostly acceptable and clear to an academic audience. Nevertheless, there are some few grammatical problems, redundancy and stylistic discrepancy in certain parts. The minimal professional language editing would help in making the work more understandable and readable; however, it would not be crucial to the paper contents.
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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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