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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Interrelationship between Quality of Life, Reproductive Health, and Nutritional Status among Migrant Women Engaged in Sugarcane Harvesting


	

	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.


	Needs to improve language and grammatical mistakes correct
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but statistical description need more readable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not cited correctly
	

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


	Minor revision
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In problem statement;

Needs to capitalized words, and add comma before word and, and use word migrant instead of migratory women.

AS per reviewer points of view it should be like that … Interrelationship between Quality of Life, Reproductive Health, and Nutritional Status among Migrant Women Engaged in Sugarcane Harvesting

2. In abstract and introduction 

In introduction section, citations are missing. Minor language, grammatical, and typological corrections are needful to revise. Research gap was not clearly stated by author. While the introduction highlights the challenges faced by migratory sugarcane workers, it does not clearly articulate the existing research gap. Hence, need of study should justify for present study. The authors are advised to provide recent references to support figures that used in introduction and abstract. 

3. Comments on Table 3 & 4

· Clarity of Statistical Reporting; it is need to clarify that which is r value or p- value.

· Methodological Details were found Missing

· The statistical test used was not mentioned clearly. Specify it e.g., Pearson or Spearman correlation. Readability goes weak. Hence, statistical values should be clearly labeled (r and p), and the correlation method should be specified.

· Formatting and presentation needs to improve.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Neelam Kumari, Pt. Bd Sharma University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

