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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important and underexplored aspect of the construction sector—the supply-side behaviour of building construction workers in the urban housing sector of Assam. While many previous studies concentrate on socio-economic and occupational conditions of construction workers, the supply trend and seasonal variations have rarely been examined. The study also provides valuable empirical evidence using both secondary and primary data collected from multiple towns of different population sizes. The findings can contribute to labour market planning, skill development initiatives, and policy interventions related to employment in the construction sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the scope and content of the study.
	

	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 presents the objective, methodology, major findings, practical implications, and originality clearly. However, it may be improved by; Adding one sentence on methodological tools (e.g., regression analysis, moving averages). Rephrasing long sentences for clarity. Avoiding repetition of terms such as “BCWs” too frequently in the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically structured and uses standard statistical tools such as moving averages, trend equations, and percentage change analysis. The methodology is clear and logically aligned with the research questions. Tables are detailed and descriptive. However, a few improvements can be made: Provide justification for choosing 5% sampling method for town selection. Clarify how contractors were selected within each town (random/purposive). Add limitations of recall bias and self-reported data in the methodology section rather than only under limitations.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites a large number of studies covering various dimensions of construction workers.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires language polishing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are informative, but captions can be more descriptive.

The discussion section should explicitly link empirical findings with policy implications.

The conclusion is strong but can be reorganized for clarity.

The manuscript is well-designed and addresses a relevant research gap. With minor improvements in clarity, language, referencing, and presentation, it will be suitable for publication
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