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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 socially relevant issue by examining the socio-economic characteristics and household livelihood security of women working in the informal sector in Imphal West, Manipur. While the regional focus adds contextual value, the study remains primarily descriptive and offers limited theoretical or analytical advancement to the existing livelihood security literature. The findings reaffirm well-established patterns observed in informal sector and gender-based livelihood studies rather than generating new conceptual or empirical insights. Nevertheless, the paper can serve as a valuable baseline for policymakers and future researchers examining women’s livelihoods in North-East India.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the content of the manuscript. However, it is somewhat lengthy and descriptive. The authors may consider refining it to improve concision and academic rigor without sacrificing clarity.

Suggested alternative (optional):
“Socio-economic Profile and Household Livelihood Security of Women in the Informal Sector: Evidence from Imphal West, Manipur”


	

	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 adequately summarizes the objectives, study area, sample size, and key findings. However, it is overly descriptive and disproportionately focused on percentage-based results, making it lengthy and less analytical. The abstract should explicitly mention the Household Livelihood Security Index (HLSI) as the principal analytical framework and briefly highlight the key policy or developmental implications. Reducing excessive numerical reporting would improve clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically sound with respect to the research design, sampling procedure, and use of descriptive statistics. However, the analysis remains basic and does not sufficiently move beyond frequency and percentage-based interpretation. The application of the HLSI is appropriate, but its discussion lacks depth, particularly in linking index outcomes with socio-economic variables. Greater analytical integration and interpretation are required to enhance scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate and includes a mix of foundational livelihood literature and recent studies. However, several citations are dated, and some web-based sources lack strong academic credibility. The manuscript would benefit from incorporating more recent peer-reviewed journal articles, particularly those focusing on informal sector livelihoods, gendered employment, and livelihood security indices in comparable socio-economic contexts.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires noticeable improvement for publication in a scholarly journal. There are repetitive sentence structures, grammatical inconsistencies, and occasional lapses in academic tone, particularly in the Results and Discussion section. Substantial language editing and stylistic refinement are recommended to enhance readability and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	While the study addresses a relevant issue and provides extensive primary data, it remains descriptive mainly with limited theoretical contribution. The discussion section should be strengthened by comparing findings with existing literature and clearly articulating how the results extend or differ from previous studies. The conclusion would benefit from more explicit policy recommendations and implications for livelihood enhancement programs targeting women in the informal sector.
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