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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.


	An important issue is discussed in the manuscript regarding issues related to Construction Labour Supply Dynamics in Assam India where there have only been limited studies completed in this area. As such this work is significant to the fields of Construction Economics as well as Labour Studies and Regional Development Policy. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Journals that focus on Construction Management, Labour Economics and Regional Development would be primarily interested in this article as it generally fits into these categories. Academic standards are adhered to in regards to the article's structure and analytical techniques used, however, there is a need for the article to make improvements to its methodological rationale, result interpretation and language before it could be classified as suitable for publication.


	

	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 provides the reader with a brief overview of the research and its findings. However, it does not provide sufficient overview as it does not give on the time period of data analyzed, the econometric techniques used and the main results of the study. Policy Recommendations stated in the Abstract are not clear and need to be linked more directly with the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research employs a standard time-series econometric approach (i.e., ADF test, Johansen cointegration, and the VECM) correctly throughout the majority of the paper. Appropriate applications of diagnostic and stability testing occurred. However, there were concerns regarding the second differencing of data, the lack of theoretical justification of variables, and overinterpretation with regards to the long-run statistically insignificant estimates. Overall, while the research maintains scientific rigour, it could further strengthen this area.

	

	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 to support the overall framework of the research; however; the reliance on classic and older literature is too great, while more recent research regarding construction labour market, migration patterns, as well as informal employment, particularly in the example of India, is lacking. The research may become more relevant and expand the scholarly literature base through the addition of more recent studies into the reference list such as
[1] Nhat Minh Huynh, Long Le-Hoai, v. (2025).Assessing and improving labour productivity management in construction: A practical framework and measurement tool. Construction Economics and Building, 25(1). https://doi.org/10.5130/AJCEB.v25i1.8895

	

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


	Language quality is below expected levels for publication, as there are multiple instances of grammatical errors; awkwardly constructed sentences; repeated sentences; as well as inconsistencies between formatting of the title and the remainder of the publication. To produce an adequate manuscript to submit for review, this document requires a significant amount of editing of written English, in both clarity and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The material presented in this manuscript is of value and presents a study on a relevant topic, however; as it currently stands, it requires extensive additional work to make the language clearer and more coherent. Furthermore, better methodological explanation as well as stronger theoretical contribution was required; current references also need to be updated along with the Policy Recommendations. If the revisions suggested above were made, this could provide an opportunity for publication of this material.
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