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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 is highly valuable for researchers, police makers and development practitioners. It touches all thematic areas of development-informal economy, community level markets and gendered constraints for designing inclusive policies. However, I advise the author to make it more scientifical by knowing that the factors mentioned are static while the process is dynamic and one factor might influence the other.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and exactly accurate, however, it could the more shaped as “interconnecting inequalities, informal markets and livelihood: A review of the factors to sustainable development in India.
	

	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 complete, summarizing the manuscript essence. It would also be important to mention the method of review from literature. Again, some few advices on key words like socioeconomic factors to structural factors to capture the manuscript’s rigor (the former is too broad).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript establishes the key foundation of the study as theoretical one, however, to be complete scientifical, should use data to make it provable under the scientific research protocols based on reliability and validation. The author should consider dynamism and not static nature of variables. However based on the references citing and the conceptual presentation, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent (2022-2025). However, should include Indian informal economy references like by Barbara Harris white and NCEUS-National Commission for Enterprises in the Unorganised Sector) report and under the sustainable livelihood to include something like the DFID sustainable livelihood framework to cement for longer standing scholarly debate. 
I can see the references list contain formatting inconsistency errors in that some contain full names and others abbreviated, some has DOIs other don’t. Again, the entries marked .mark should be integrated in the main list.
	

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


	The English language is use was clear, formal and suitable for this manuscript. However, some sentences like ‘a result of a complex mix’ could be the outcome of a complex interplay or ‘determine who has access to opportunities and who can withstand could be ‘determining the differential access to opportunities and resilience to’, etc. The author should take time to pass through the complete manuscript for this purpose.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Strength: The conceptual tables and figures are significant strengths, aiding comprehension of the complex framework.

· Clarity on Review Methodology: The introduction states the paper ‘integrates literature’ but should have a separate paragraph explaining the review methodology (search databases, keywords, inclusion/exclusion criteria, thematic analysis approach).
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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