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	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 article is important and discusses a relevant issue, the retirement planning, a concept which is very much discussed in organised or govt sector, but neglected in informal or unorganised sector. As pointed out by the author, there lacks awareness among unorganised employees regarding the retirement plans.  By studying this subject, the article can give possible suggestions to overcome this gap in awareness. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable and it is clear and concise, but as it is a case study about the Ranchi City, including the name of the study area will make the title more precise.
	

	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, it feels like an introduction, rather than explaining the objectives, methodology, major findings, suggestions and conclusion. The abstract shoud be reframed by including these details. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The researcher has not mentioned the sampling technique used to select 200 sample size. It should be acknowledged. As he/she has mentioned “went to market and met street vendors” indicate that he/she has used “Convenient Sampling” which limits generalisability of the findings. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The review of literature section is not adequate, and need more references like 
Rostamkalaei, A., Nitani, M., & Riding, A. (2022). Self-employment, financial knowledge, and retirement planning. Journal of Small Business Management, 60(1), 63-92.
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Rajasekhar, D., & Manjula, R. (2022). Awareness and access to social security among the unorganised worker households: A study of scheduled caste sub-plan and tribal sub-plan in Karnataka. In Caste Matters in Public Policy (pp. 63-80). Routledge India.
	

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


	The current language is understandable but need correction for scholarly communication   
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The current article mentions five objectives of study, which is broad and too many for an academic article, and some of the objectives are overlapping, it can be merged with other objectives for a better clarity and to avoid overlapping. 
2. The research gap of the article is unclear and need more precise explanation

3. The solutions or suggestions are not connecting to the findings of the study. 

4. The tone of the article is bit informal eg: phrases like “Children should be taught in school…”)
5. The references are not in proper APA Style or Journal Format
6. The methodology part of the article is weak
7. More analysis has to be done
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