Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JEAI_137835

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	WORKFLOWS AND GENDER GAPS: A STUDY OF AQUATIC AND HOUSEHOLD LABOUR DIVISION

	Type of the Article
	Original Research


	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 addresses a critical gap in agricultural research by systematically documenting gender-based labor divisions in aquaculture and household management within rural farming communities. The study provides essential empirical evidence demonstrating how traditional gender roles create significant disparities in fishery participation, with men dominating technical and market-oriented activities while women are relegated to supportive roles despite their substantial contributions. The research contributes valuable quantitative data using rigorous statistical analysis that can inform the development of gender-sensitive policies and extension programs in aquaculture sectors. These findings are particularly important for the scientific community as they challenge gender-neutral approaches to agricultural development and provide a methodological framework that can be replicated in similar socio-economic contexts globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is somewhat suitable but could be improved for clarity and precision. The term "workflows" is not entirely appropriate here as the study focuses on participation patterns and labor division rather than process flows or operational sequences. Suggested title: "GENDER-BASED LABOR DIVISION IN FISHERY MANAGEMENT AND HOUSEHOLD ACTIVITIES: A COMPARATIVE STUDY OF RURAL FARMING COMMUNITIES"


	

	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 generally comprehensive but has several areas that could be improved for clarity and completeness. Suggested additions:

1. Study location and sample size - The abstract should mention that the study was conducted in Sepahijala and South Tripura districts with 320 respondents (160 men and 160 women) to provide geographic and methodological context.

2. Specific statistical values - Include the actual mean participation scores (25.9 for men vs 14.4 for women in fisheries; 33.6 for women vs 29.5 for men in household management) to strengthen the quantitative evidence.

3. Methodology clarity - Briefly mention the use of a four-point participation scale and structured interviews to help readers understand the data collection approach.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The core methodology is appropriate, but the manuscript would benefit from more rigorous reporting of methodological details and consideration of potential confounding factors.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list has notable limitations in both quantity and recency that should be addressed. Current reference assessment:
1. Only 11 references, which is insufficient for a comprehensive study on gender dynamics in agriculture

2. Limited geographical diversity - heavily weighted toward Indian studies

3. Missing foundational works on gender and fisheries from international literature

4. Several references are from 2025 (which may be "in press" or early online publications)
	

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


	The manuscript would benefit from professional English editing or thorough revision by a native English speaker familiar with academic writing conventions. While the content is understandable, the language quality currently falls short of what is expected for a high-impact international journal. Example: Grammatical issues: 
1. Sentence fragments and run-on sentences throughout (e.g., "The study to examine and compare..." in the abstract)

2. Subject-verb agreement errors


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses an important and timely topic regarding gender disparities in aquaculture and household management. The research question is relevant to understanding rural livelihood dynamics, particularly in developing regions where fisheries play crucial roles in food security and income generation. However, several aspects require substantial improvement before publication consideration.
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