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	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.


	This manuscript addresses a highly vulnerable and under-researched group migratory women sugarcane workers. Its strength lies in examining the interconnections between their quality of life, reproductive health, and nutritional status, moving beyond a single-issue focus. The findings offer crucial evidence for policymakers to design integrated health and welfare interventions for migrant laborers in India's agricultural sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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, with minor suggestions.
· The abstract effectively summarizes the study. To improve it, consider adding: 1) a brief note on why the sample size of 220 was adequate, and 2) including the specific correlation coefficient values from the results, rather than just stating they were significant.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, with minor observations.
· The methodology is sound, using validated tools and appropriate statistical analysis.
· Key Observations:
  1. Sampling Limitation: The use of purposive sampling limits generalizability. This should be more explicitly acknowledged as a limitation.
  2. Socio-economic Data: The finding that 60% of respondents are "upper middle" class is surprising and inconsistent with the population's known vulnerability. The criteria used for this classification need clarification.
  3. Language: Avoid implying causation from correlation data (e.g., change "negatively affects" to "is associated with").
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	Yes.
	

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


	Yes.
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