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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 is important for the scientific community as it provides robust empirical evidence on wage integration between farm and non-farm labour markets using advanced time-series econometric techniques. By focusing on a major agricultural region, the study enhances understanding of long-run and short-run wage transmission mechanisms in rural labour markets. The findings offer valuable insights for agricultural economists, labour market researchers, and policymakers concerned with wage disparities and rural employment dynamics. Overall, the study contributes meaningfully to the literature on agricultural labour economics and regional wage behaviour.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
It clearly reflects the core focus of the study, the geographical context (Godavari Delta Zone), and the analytical approach (cointegration analysis). The title is precise, informative, and appropriate for an empirical research article in agricultural economics.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and clearly presents the objective, data, methodology, and key findings of the study. It effectively summarizes the use of cointegration analysis and the major results related to wage integration among farm and non-farm labour categories. However, the abstract may be further strengthened by briefly highlighting the policy implications of the findings, particularly with respect to wage disparities and labour mobility. Adding one concise sentence on the relevance of the results for agricultural wage policy or rural employment planning would enhance its overall impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The application of time-series econometric techniques such as unit root testing, Johansen cointegration analysis, Vector Error Correction Model, and Granger causality tests is suitable for the stated objectives of the study. The data sources are credible, and the interpretation of results is consistent with economic theory and empirical evidence. Overall, the analytical framework and conclusions drawn are technically correct and well supported by the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are relevant and generally sufficient to support the objectives and methodology of the study. The authors have appropriately included key foundational works and empirical studies related to wage dynamics, cointegration analysis, and agricultural labour markets. However, the reference list relies largely on earlier studies, and the inclusion of a few more recent works (post-2020) on rural labour markets, wage integration, or labour mobility in developing economies would further strengthen the literature base and enhance the contemporary relevance of the study.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The ideas are clearly conveyed, and the technical content is understandable. However, minor grammatical errors and stylistic inconsistencies are present in some sections. Careful proofreading and minor language refinement would further improve clarity, flow, and overall academic presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structured and presents a coherent analysis of wage dynamics using appropriate econometric tools. The results are clearly presented through tables and figures, which effectively support the empirical findings. The study would benefit from a slightly more detailed discussion of policy implications, particularly in relation to agricultural wage regulation and rural employment diversification. With minor revisions addressing language and discussion depth, the manuscript has good potential for publication.
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