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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 paper addresses a significant gap in the study of informal labor markets, particularly women domestic workers in urban India. The study’s focus on legal protection, socio-economic conditions, and access to welfare schemes provides valuable insights into the challenges faced by a vulnerable group of women domestic workers. Using empirical data from Bengaluru, the study contributes to enriching the discourse on labor rights, gender equality, and social protection. The findings are relevant to policymakers, labor economists, and NGOs working to protect and advance the welfare of informal sector workers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is right. The title accurately reflects the content and scope of the article. In this case it covers the economic, legal and welfare aspects of female domestic workers in Bengaluru.
	

	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 provides an overview of the purpose, methodology, and findings of the study. However, its clarity and coherence could be improved. Suggested revisions:
1) Avoid long sentences. The abstract should contain only the main points such as the purpose of the article, methods, main findings, and implications of the study.
2) The explanation of the methods should briefly describe the main statistical results or sample characteristics (e.g., size = 100).
3) State the regression approach used more clearly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically valid. The authors used a quantitative approach to test the hypotheses. The hypotheses are clearly stated and tested, and the analysis shows statistically significant results. However, the manuscript would be more useful if:
1) The discussion of the hypothesis test results is supported by previous research results or theoretical explanations. This can increase the reader's confidence in the scientific level of the findings.
2) The literature review that has been described previously has not been discussed in the results and discussion of the article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include relevant and reputable sources, but some are quite outdated or not recent (e.g., from the early 2000s). Recent (post-2020) literature on labor informality, social protection, or gender in India would enrich the discussion. Consider adding:
1) More international studies to enrich the discussion.
2) Post-COVID ILO or UN Women reports on domestic work.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is easy to understand but requires significant revision of grammar and punctuation to suit scientific
writing. Some sentences are too long and word choice sometimes interferes with the clarity of the author's intended meaning. Professional proofreading or editing would improve the quality of the article's language.
	

	Optional/General comments
	1) This study makes a significant contribution by highlighting the socio-economic vulnerabilities as well as legal protection of women domestic workers in Bengaluru.
2) The discussion on legal protection is informative but can be expanded with a critical evaluation of implementation gaps.
3) The use of visual images (graphs) is commendable but should be discussed clearly in the text.
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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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