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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 contributes to the scientific literature by providing empirical evidence on how rural non-farm employment significantly enhances food security and livelihood resilience among rural households.

· It advances understanding of rural livelihood diversification by systematically analyzing the socio-economic determinants.

· The study bridges an important research gap by linking employment diversification with nutritional outcomes, thereby integrating labor economics and food security research within a single analytical framework.

· By focusing on a non-farm dominant district of Tamil Nadu, the findings offer region-specific insights.

· The results provide valuable evidence for researchers, planners, and policymakers to design targeted interventions that strengthen farm–non-farm linkages and promote sustainable rural development.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
Alternative Title
Impact of Rural Non-Farm Employment on Food Security and Livelihoods of Rural Households: Evidence from Karur District, Tamil Nadu
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and well-structured, and it clearly reflects the objectives, methodology, key findings, and policy relevance of the study.
Suggested Additions-
Explicit statement of research gap (1 sentence)

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is scientifically correct as it follows a well-defined research design and applies appropriate econometric techniques consistent with the stated objectives.

· The use of logit, multinomial logit, and probit models is methodologically appropriate for analyzing participation decisions, occupational choice, and food security outcomes, and the interpretation of results aligns with established economic theory and prior empirical studies.

· Variables included in the models are theoretically justified, statistically tested, and supported by relevant literature.

· The construction of the Food Security Index using the Recommended Daily Calorie Requirement (RDCR) approach is scientifically valid and widely accepted in food security research.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not enough and they are not sufficiently recent.  The majority of cited works fall within the 1991–2016 period, with very limited references from the last 5–8 years. Hence, it is advised to update the reference list with current research work.
	

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


	The manuscript uses clear and formal academic language, and the overall structure is appropriate for a scholarly article in agricultural economics and development studies.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The paper is required to be organised in the format given below-
· Introduction

· Problem Statement

· Significance of the Study

· Limitations of the study (if any)

· Literature Review (This section is completely missing in the paper)

· Research objectives and Hypotheses (Prepare a separate section for it)
· Research Methodology (Present it separately)

· (Provide clear conceptual framework under research methodology section)

· (Establish a link between conceptual framework and theoretical framework)

· Data Analysis and Interpretation

· Conclusion 

· Recommendations 

· References

· Results and Discussion section is presented well.
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