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	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.


	Participation in India, with specific focus on Kerala. The use of PLFS and NSSO data makes the paper empirically grounded. The study’s contribution lies in identifying a reverse structural shift of women back into agriculture during and after the COVID-19 period, and raising questions on whether this phenomenon is distress-driven. This work is significant for policymakers, economists, and social scientists as it sheds light on gendered employment dynamics and vulnerabilities in labour markets.

Importance of the manuscript: This manuscript is valuable as it highlights the ongoing challenges in female labour participation, the persistence of low-quality agricultural employment for women, and the socio-economic inequalities across caste and education. It can inform labour and gender policy, especially in the post-COVID context.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and clearly reflects the content of the study. No changes are necessary.
	

	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 comprehensive, but it may benefit from a clearer articulation of the main findings (e.g., quantifying the extent of increase in female agriculture participation in Kerala vs. India) and the policy implications. This would make it more impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and technically sound. Data sources are appropriate, and the arguments are coherent. However, the causal reasoning (distress-driven participation) could be supported with more robust evidence or citations to strengthen the claim.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant, but more recent literature (post-2020) on post-COVID gendered labour market effects in India and globally could be added to strengthen the context.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally well written, but there are occasional grammatical errors and awkward phrasing. A thorough language edit would improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper could benefit from a stronger conclusion section that synthesizes findings into clear policy recommendations (e.g., skilling programs for women, better wage equality, and safety nets). Visuals (charts/graphs) could also enhance readability alongside tables.
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