Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	South Asian Journal of Social Studies and Economics 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_SAJSSE_147253

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	The Gig Economy and Women: Participation Factors and Reproductive Health Impacts

	Type of the Article
	


	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 valuable insights into the growing participation of women in the gig economy, an area that remains under-researched in the context of developing regions. By examining both participation factors and reproductive health implications, it highlights critical socio-economic and wellness challenges faced by women workers. The findings can support policymakers in designing safer, gender-sensitive digital labor frameworks. Overall, the study contributes meaningfully to academic discourse on gender, labor markets, and public health within the evolving gig landscape
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	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive, clearly outlining the aims, methodology, key results, and conclusion. It effectively highlights the research focus on women gig workers and their reproductive health outcomes. However, the authors may consider adding a brief statement on the significance or novelty of the study to strengthen the abstract. Additionally, including a specific sample location rationale or context in one short sentence could improve clarity. Overall, only minor refinements are suggested.
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