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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part 
in the manuscript. 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. 
 

Work force in agriculture in West Bengal is the dominance since decades, and analysis of labour 
force participation is relevant to the state. 

Thanks for your understanding. 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

yes Thanks for your consideration 
 

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. 

As per the title of the article ‘A socio-economic perspective.......’, the economic perspective is 
missing. An economic analysis may be incorporated. 

Indeed, this was an oversight from our side, and we accept it. Based on 
one of reviewer’s recommendation, we have made the necessary 
modification. Thank you for bringing this to our attention. 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

yes Thanks for your consideration 
 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

More references need to be included, particularly studies having district level socio-economic analysis in 
India 

Based on your recommendation, we have incorporated the most recent 
references into the final manuscript. 

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

 

Need improvement We accepted the recommendation and revised the manuscript 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. Secondary data for the year 1960 to 2011 has been used in this paper is too old. It can be used for 

time-series analysis for historical trend, however, current district level data may be incorporated for 

the study undertaken in 2025. 

2. Contribution of agriculture of West Bengal and its dominance in state GDP as compared to other 

states and national level should be discussed 

3. While studying gender disparity the sex-ratio, female mortality rate, economic status of these 

districts has not been depicted 

4. Female labour force participation in the bordering districts of West Bengal is influenced by in/out 

migration from/to neighboring states and male counterpart of these labour force varied widely in 

border districts, which are also not discussed in WPR.    

1. As our study relies on census data and the Government has yet to 
publish the latest figures, we have conducted our analysis using the 
available data. We are also unable to perform a time series analysis, 
as it requires a minimum of 50 data points, which are not available. 

2. Noted 
3.  We have considered literacy rate, SC/ST population, and shifting 

towards other jobs as key factors. 
4. Thank you for highlighting these aspects. we have considered shifting 

towards other jobs opportunities as one of the key factors in our study.  
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. 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) 

 

 

 

 

 


