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	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.


	The manuscript addresses a topic of significant relevance to the scientific community. The assessment and utilization of human labour in potato, pea, and cauliflower production in the Punjab region of India hold particular importance for agricultural production in diverse contexts. Evaluating human labour and considering it as an economic resource will contribute to the creation of a substantial new knowledge base. This study focuses on an economically important issue for the region, and its findings are expected to promote greater attention to human labour and enhance income generation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article 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 well-written. The keywords should be limited to no more than six, covering specific terminology.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript covers a considerable amount of new scientific information and is scientifically correct.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In the introduction, work conducted in neighboring districts and neighboring countries in this field should be included. This comment also applies to the reference list. Regional studies should be considered.
	

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


	The language (English) of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In the introduction, there is no need to exaggerate statistical data; it should be made more specific.

2. In the Materials and Methods section, the methodology used and the years covered by the data should be clearly stated.

3. In the Discussion, instead of relying solely on statistical analysis, visual tools such as graphs and histograms should be provided to clarify and visualize the research discussion.

4. The Results section should be more concise; lengthy and tedious explanations are unnecessary.

5. The influence of natural conditions on productivity development should be briefly highlighted.

6. The reference list is very limited, and the work of regional researchers (at least 5 authors) has not been adequately considered.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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