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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.


	the manuscript addresses an important issue concerning rural women’s participation in agricultural and household activities and its implications for nutritional status. Understanding the relationship between women’s workload, empowerment, and nutrition is highly relevant for designing gender-responsive and nutrition-sensitive agricultural policies. The study contributes empirical evidence from rural Telangana and highlights the paradox where high labour participation does not necessarily translate into improved nutritional outcomes. The findings provide useful insights for researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners working in the fields of gender, agriculture, and public health nutrition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally appropriate and clearly reflects the focus of the study.

However, it can be slightly improved for clarity and conciseness. A suggested alternative title could be:

Suggested Title:
“Rural Women’s Participation in Agricultural and Household Activities and Its Impact on Nutritional Status: Evidence from Telangana, 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 adequately summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, a few improvements are suggested:

· Include sample size (n = 120) clearly in the opening section.

· Briefly mention the statistical method used (Pearson correlation analysis).

· The conceptual framework (DTPB) may be mentioned more concisely.

· The concluding sentence could briefly indicate policy implications.

These additions will make the abstract more informative and structured.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and follows an appropriate research design. The descriptive methodology, sampling procedure, and correlation analysis are suitable for addressing the research objectives.

However, a few points require improvement:

· Some sections in Results and Discussion are repetitive, especially regarding the explanation of the negative relationship between agricultural participation and nutrition.

· The conceptual framework section could be presented more clearly, preferably with better explanation of mediating variables (workload and empowerment).

· Minor inconsistencies exist in table numbering and section numbering (e.g., section 4.2.3 appears twice).

· Figures (Figure 1 and Figure 2) should be properly labeled and formatted.

Addressing these issues will improve the clarity and scientific presentation of the manuscript.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites several relevant and recent references, particularly from FAO, IFPRI, and nutrition-sensitive agriculture literature.

However, the authors may consider adding a few additional recent references on:

· Women’s empowerment in agriculture

· Time poverty and nutrition

· Gender-sensitive agricultural interventions

Suggested additional references:

1. Ruel MT, Alderman H. (2013). Nutrition-sensitive interventions and programmes: how can they help accelerate progress in improving maternal and child nutrition? The Lancet.

2. Quisumbing AR et al. (2021). Women's empowerment and nutrition: evidence and policy implications. Food Policy.

3. FAO (2024). Women in agrifood systems global update.

These references would strengthen the literature base.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable; however, moderate language editing is required. Some sentences are overly long and repetitive, particularly in the discussion section.

Specific issues include:

· Minor grammatical errors

· Repetition of ideas

· Inconsistent formatting of headings

· Typographical errors (e.g., "Percentaage")

A thorough language and formatting revision is recommended before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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