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	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 manuscript offers valuable insights into female domestic workers who are usually overlooked in the informal employment sector. The study highlights the challenges faced by this group in Bengaluru, which include inadequate pay, extended working hours, and limited access to social security benefits. The results contribute to the conversation regarding labour rights and safeguards by highlighting the positive aspects of government initiatives and the areas that still require improvement. In addition to helping people understand gender inequality and labour rights in India and other countries, this research can stimulate future discussions about policy improvements.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title effectively captures the central theme of the research, but it feels lengthy. It could be made more concise while still ensuring clarity. A possible alternative could be: "Economic Conditions and Legal Protections for Female Domestic Workers in Bengaluru," which also conveys the main points succinctly.
	

	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 generally informative but lacks specific details about the research design and results. It should provide more information about the research method, particularly regression analysis. Currently, the abstract reads more like an overview rather than a concise summary of the paper's key findings. Including a sentence or two about the results would enhance the abstract, making it more complete and engaging.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates a scientifically sound methodology and analysis. However, the explanation of the regression analysis could be improved. For example, the assumptions underlying the regression model and the rationale for selecting this method over others are not adequately explained. Additionally, more information about the variables in the regression model is necessary. Are these the most relevant variables, and why were they chosen?

Moreover, the methodology's limitations need to be addressed more thoroughly. Although a sample size of 100 is generally considered adequate, the manuscript lacks a detailed justification for why this number is statistically significant for the research. How were the participants selected, and what potential biases might arise from the sampling method? These aspects require further exploration.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the study are relevant and sufficient. However, a significant portion are outdated, with many exceeding a decade. Given that the focus of this study encompasses social security and labour rights issues, it is imperative to incorporate more recent references that accurately reflect contemporary debates and policies. For instance, referencing recent policy developments in India regarding labour rights for informal workers, particularly after 2019, would provide critical insights into the evolving context of these issues. Furthermore, integrating recent articles or reports from Indian governmental bodies or NGOs that engage directly with domestic workers would enhance the overall analysis.
	

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


	The language used is generally suitable for scholarly communication. But, there are areas where the writing could be further refined. Some sentences are overly complex, and certain ideas could be expressed with greater clarity. Additionally, there are a few instances of awkward phrasing that may impede readability. The manuscript would greatly benefit from thorough proofreading, particularly to enhance consistency and ensure smoother transitions between sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript overlooks an important opportunity to discuss the broader implications of its findings beyond Bengaluru. While it effectively examines the socio-economic conditions of domestic workers in this region, it fails to connect these findings to national trends or suggest recommendations that could inform policy at a larger scale. This limits the study's impact and relevance, particularly given its potential to influence national policies or discussions surrounding domestic labour. Additionally, the study briefly mentions that most domestic workers are women, but it does not delve deeper into how gender influences their work experiences. Specifically, the paper does not fully explore how gender discrimination affects women's wages, working conditions, and access to legal protections. Examining these gendered aspects would strengthen the research and align it more closely with feminist economic theory, enriching the overall discussion significantly.
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