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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 title “Gender-Based Livelihood Decisions Among Tribal Agricultural Laborers in Wayanad District of Kerala” holds dramatic to the community of scientific to the existing topic of agriculture to the researchers. It offers significant importance to the gender-based livelihood decisions to the agriculture to the Kerala district. These findings align with a study by, which reported that women had greater independence in home management decisions. Overall, the research paper is great support to the advancement of the topic in the science. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. 
	

	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 good, but if it mentions which method used in the abstract it sounds better. As the abstract is the summary of the research paper. Simply the writer can follow the below flow in the abstract though s/he has option to not mention the main headings. Background / Introduction, Objectives / Purpose, Methods / Methodology, Findings / Results, Discussion (optional in short abstracts), Conclusion / Implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It looks nice manuscript but a scientifically a good research paper follows the below guidance; using a systematic technique, clearly presenting findings that are supported by evidence, and upholding academic rigor throughout, this work scientifically complies with the standards. It offers pertinent citations and complies with ethical research standards. Clarity, coherence, and scientific truth are guaranteed by the content's excellent organization. The writer of the manuscript follows the most of guidance but few such as literature review and limitation and future studies are missing. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is no alphabetical arrangement of the references, and it doesn't seem like citation management software like Mendeley or Zotero was used. In order to enhance the manuscript's scholarly depth, the literature review would also benefit from adding 7-10 more current and pertinent references. Improving the reference section will increase its scholarly significance and trustworthiness.
	

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


	It is medium. And consider it for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is good paper, it needs some enhancement in the abstract and if added some more sections such as literature review, limitation, future studies it makes the paper more interesting and informative in the filed of agriculture. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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