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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 article adds to the body of research on monopsony power in a typical labour market by providing quantitative data. The paper enhances empirical labour economics by computing labour supply elasticity through panel data and 2SLS methodologies. It is beneficial for scholars investigating labour market deficiencies, informal sectors, and worker welfare in developing countries.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is correct, clear, and appropriately describes the study's scope, methods, and geographic focus. The paper's analysis of the labour market structure and welfare effects is quite clear. There is no need for a different title.


	

	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 full and well-organised, clearly outlining the research gap, methodology, data, and main findings. It does a good job of summarising the results and policy implications of both OLS and 2SLS. A few small changes to the language could make it easier to read, but no big changes need to be made.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and follows the rules of good research. The use of panel data, log–log models, and 2SLS estimate is suitable, and diagnostic tests validate the instruments' efficacy. The theoretical foundation and empirical methodology are well-synchronized.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, topical, and contain classical and modern labour market and monopsony literature. Manning, Langella, and current empirical research are properly mentioned. Additional references are optional.


	

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


	Academic publication-friendly language is used. However, minor grammatical and stylistic tweaks would improve clarity and flow. These editorial comments do not influence the study.
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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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