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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 paper highlights how migration can serve as a livelihood strategy in marginalized regions. It demonstrates that while migrants often remain in precarious informal jobs, their economic and housing conditions improve post-migration. By documenting these changes, the study provides insights that can inform welfare policies, skill development programs, and regional planning. It contributes empirical evidence to debates on migration as both a survival mechanism and a path toward socio-economic transformation.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and reflects the content. However, it could be made more concise:
Suggested alternative: “Socio-Economic Transformation of Informal Sector Migrants in the Andaman and Nicobar Islands”
	

	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 clear and comprehensive. It outlines objectives, methodology, and findings. To improve, consider briefly mentioning the policy implications (e.g., the need for migrant welfare measures, skill development or social security access).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically sound. The use of cross-sectional data, descriptive statistics, and comparative analysis is appropriate for exploratory social research. However, some claims (e.g., income improvements leading to financial stability) could benefit from stronger statistical evidence or more nuanced interpretation.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, diverse, and mostly recent, including both theoretical and empirical sources. However, the paper could benefit from a few more recent references (post-2021) on internal migration in India and informal labour to strengthen contemporary relevance.

	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but would benefit from language editing. Some sentences are overly long, with minor grammatical issues (e.g., “it is noticed that only a few had savings before migration, now the migrants reported…”). Improving clarity and flow will enhance scholarly readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables and figures are clear but would benefit from consistent formatting and concise captions.

· The discussion section could connect findings more explicitly to theoretical frameworks (e.g., Lee’s push-pull model, aspirations-capabilities).

· Policy recommendations in the conclusion are good but could be more specific (e.g., outlining concrete steps for skill training or housing access).

Recommendation: Minor Revision
Justification:

· The manuscript is original, relevant, and scientifically sound.

· It makes a useful contribution to migration and socio-economic studies.

Only minor revisions are needed—mainly language editing, formatting consistency, and slightly stronger linkage to theoretical frameworks and recent references.
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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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