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	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.


	The lack of knowledge about retirement planning among India's unorganized and independent contractors is a significant social and economic issue that is addressed in this manuscript. The study is highly relevant to policymakers, non-governmental organizations, and the academic community because over 90% of India's workforce works in the unorganized sector. By recording awareness levels, identifying causes of low participation, and offering remedies, the research makes a contribution. Its real-world applications can support social security reforms and financial inclusion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, succinct, and clear. Both the population under study and the emphasis on raising awareness are reflected in it. “Retirement Planning Awareness among Unorganized and Self-Employed Workers in India: A Case Study of Ranchi City.”
	

	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 scope, problem, and context are all captured in the abstract. But: The methods (sample size = 200, use of survey/interviews) should be mentioned more clearly. Include statistics to support important findings (e.g., only 35% were aware; 7% invested). Don't restate the introduction's general background.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the manuscript is largely descriptive, it is scientifically sound. Case study data, unambiguous conclusions, and cause analysis are among its strong points.  Weaknesses: Absence of a theoretical framework, such as behavioural economics or financial literacy. Limited statistical analysis, no deeper tests (chi-square, regression) are used, only percentages are displayed. The brief literature review could include more recent research (after 2020).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The majority of the references are pertinent, but they are few (just two academic papers; the others are websites). Suggestions for enhancements: More peer-reviewed research on unorganized workers and retirement planning should be included (Indian Journal of Labour Economics, Economic & Political Weekly, Journal of Pension Economics & Finance, etc.). To improve recency, update references from 2021 to 2024.


	

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


	Although the manuscript is readable, its academic tone, grammar, and syntax need to be improved. Long sentences, informal language, and repetition are among the problems (e.g., “they may beg before someone”  “they may be compelled to depend on others”). Clarity will be enhanced by minor language editing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	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:

Jayantkumar Vijay Rane, C. P. & Berar College, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


