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	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 is important to the scientific community because it addresses a significant research gap in the study of retirement planning, specifically for unorganized workers and self-employed people in India. By conducting a case study in Ranchi, the research provides primary data on the awareness levels and investment habits of these often-overlooked segments of the population. The findings highlight the critical need for greater public awareness and government intervention to secure the financial future of unorganized workers. The article's proposed solutions and detailed analysis of various government schemes, such as the Atal Pension Yojna and Pradhan Mantri Shram Yogi Maandhan Yojna, offer valuable insights for policymakers and future researchers aiming to develop more effective social security programs.
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	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 of the article is not comprehensive and could be improved by adding details about the study's methodology and key findings. The current version introduces the topic and target audience but omits crucial information. To make it more robust, the abstract should mention the specific research methods used, such as the case study with a sample size of 200 workers in Ranchi, and the data collection tools (questionnaire and personal interviews). Additionally, it should include the most significant findings from the analysis, such as the statistic that only 35% of the sampled workers were aware of pension and retirement plans, and only 7% had invested in a scheme. Including these points would provide a clearer overview of the research and its results, enhancing the abstract's overall quality and utility for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct, presenting a logical and well-structured research study. It follows a standard format for a scientific paper, including an abstract, an introduction, a literature review, a defined research gap , clear objectives , a case study methodology , analysis and findings , a conclusion , and a list of references. The study's findings are based on a primary research case study with a sample size of 200 workers, using questionnaires and personal interviews for data collection. The manuscript also correctly cites existing literature by Ranadev Goswami and Neeraj Kaushal, and provides statistics from official sources like the Press Information Bureau of India and the e-Shram Portal. The paper's overall structure and reliance on both primary data and verifiable external sources suggest its scientific validity.
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	The references provided are a combination of academic publications and links to official government websites. While the academic sources are not recent, with publication dates of 2001 and 2014, the government links are likely up-to-date and directly relevant to the specific schemes discussed in the manuscript. To enhance the scientific value and currency of the paper, it would be beneficial to add more recent academic references. These could include studies that evaluate the effectiveness of government social security schemes, research on financial literacy among low-income populations in India, and analyses of the socioeconomic barriers that prevent unorganized workers from participating in long-term savings plans. Incorporating newer research would provide a more robust and contemporary context for the manuscript's findings and recommendations.
	

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


	The article's language and English quality are not fully suitable for scholarly communication. While the content is understandable, there are numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and inconsistencies that detract from the professional tone required for academic publishing. The Grammarly report highlights a high number of issues, including incorrect noun numbers, verb forms, and determiner use. The writing style is often informal, using conversational expressions that are not appropriate for a formal manuscript. These issues suggest that the manuscript would require a professional copyedit to meet the standards of a scholarly journal.
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