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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 (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 provides a significant contribution to feminist and migration studies by highlighting the lived experiences of Filipino domestic workers (FDWs) in Hong Kong through a phenomenological lens. The integration of Nussbaum’s Capability Approach and the Socioecological Model of Resilience offers a nuanced understanding of how gendered labor precarity is both endured and resisted. The inclusion of full participant narratives adds depth and authenticity to the findings, filling a critical gap in literature that often overlooks migrant workers' subjectivities. The research is timely and relevant for informing policies on migrant labor
protection, mental health support, and reintegration programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the content and approach of the study. It appropriately captures the feminist and phenomenological perspective as well as the focus on Filipino domestic workers in Hong Kong. No revision is necessary.
	

	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.
	This abstract is comprehensive and effectively summarizes the research objectives, theoretical framework, methodology and key findings. It highlights the structural problems faced by FDWs and the coping mechanisms. However, the abstract could be slightly improved by explicitly mentioning the number of participants and data collection methods (interviews and questionnaires), which would improve its clarity and comprehensiveness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this paper is methodologically and theoretically sound.
•	The use of feminist phenomenology is appropriate for exploring subjective experiences, and the thematic analysis follows rigorous qualitative standards. However, my question is whether qualitative research, particularly phenomenology, requires justification of population and sample? It looks like quantitative research. My suggestion is that the authors should follow qualitative research procedures.
•	The integration of relevant theoretical frameworks and extensive participant quotes strengthens the scientific credibility and interpretive depth of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are adequate, relevant and include recent publications up to 2023. The references come from foundational feminist theory and current empirical research on migration, labor, and resilience. One possible suggestion is to include more literature on the current conditions of migrant workers, such as the impact of post- COVID-19 and rapid technological developments on migrant domestic workers to expand the discussion on institutional neglect and vulnerability.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the manuscript is written in academically appropriate English. The language is clear, precise, and accessible, with effective use of theoretical terminology. There are minor grammatical issues in some sections that could benefit from light copy-editing, but overall, the writing quality is suitable for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This is a well-crafted and impactful study. The manuscript demonstrates strong ethical considerations, theoretical integration, and narrative sensitivity. The retention of participant voices in Ilocano with translations adds richness and authenticity. Future publications could explore comparative studies with other migrant groups or extend the framework into a longitudinal design to assess change over time.
	




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?
	

No, there are no apparent ethical issues.
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are identified in this manuscript. The authors have not declared any conflict of interest, and none is evident from the content of the paper.
	

	
If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No evidence of plagiarism was detected in the manuscript.
	




PART 3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:

“I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


PART 4: Objective Evaluation:

	Guideline
	MARKS of this manuscript

	
Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript
( Highest: 10 Lowest: 0 )

Guideline:
Accept As It Is: (>9-10) Minor Revision: (>8-9) Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Overall Marks: 8.0 / 10

Recommendation: Minor Revision
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Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author’s Feedback
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