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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and underexplored public health issue by examining the interrelationship between quality of life, reproductive health, and nutritional status among migratory women sugarcane workers. Migratory agricultural women constitute a highly vulnerable population, yet empirical evidence focusing on their multidimensional health outcomes remains limited. The study contributes valuable region-specific data that can inform health policy, social welfare programs, and gender-responsive interventions in the informal labor sector. The findings are relevant to researchers, public health professionals, and policymakers working on migration, women’s health, and occupational health in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
It is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the key variables, population, and context of the study. The title effectively communicates the scope and focus of the research.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly states the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the study. The inclusion of sample size, tools used, and major statistical outcomes strengthens its clarity and scientific value.

The abstract is adequate as it stands. No major additions or deletions are required. However, a brief mention of the study design (cross-sectional) could further enhance methodological clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research objectives are clearly defined, the methodology is appropriate for the study design, and standardized, validated tools have been used for data collection. Statistical analyses are correctly applied and interpreted, and the discussion is supported by relevant literature. The conclusions are logically derived from the results and align with the stated objectives.
	

	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 relevant to the topic. They include both national and international studies that support the findings and discussion. Most references are recent and appropriate for the subject area.

Suggestion:
If desired, the authors may consider adding one or two recent (post-2022) studies on migrant women’s health or informal agricultural labor to further strengthen the contemporary relevance, though this is not essential.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The text is generally clear, coherent, and academically appropriate. Minor grammatical and typographical refinements may be made during copyediting, but they do not affect comprehension or scientific quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-organized and presents a meaningful contribution to the literature on migratory women workers and occupational health. The use of empirical data combined with correlational analysis strengthens its academic value. The study has strong policy relevance and practical implications.
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