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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the growing literature on the gig economy by providing empirical, gender-focused evidence on earnings, savings behaviour, and financial vulnerability among women gig workers in Kerala. By integrating economic, behavioural, and intersectional theoretical perspectives with rigorous econometric methods, the study advances understanding of how income instability and financial autonomy shape financial outcomes in informal and platform-based work. The regional focus on Malabar fills an important empirical gap in Indian gig economy research, which is often nationally aggregated or urban-centric.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes its very much suitable
	

	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 is largely comprehensive and well-structured, clearly outlining the study’s context, objectives, data source, methodology, key findings, and policy implications. It effectively conveys the relevance of earnings stability, financial literacy, and access to formal finance in shaping savings and vulnerability outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically rigorous and methodologically sound. The research design is appropriate, and the use of logistic regression alongside complementary log–log models is well justified given the asymmetric distribution of the dependent variable. Variable selection is theoretically grounded, and results are clearly interpreted with adequate linkage to the conceptual framework and existing literature. The robustness check strengthens the credibility of the findings. Overall, the analysis adheres to accepted econometric standards and supports the conclusions drawn.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate, relevant, and up-to-date, with strong coverage of recent studies (2021–2025) on the gig economy, gender, and financial vulnerability.
	

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


	The language and English quality are appropriate for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, logically structured, and academically framed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The study is well executed, but its cross-sectional design limits causal inference; this could be acknowledged more explicitly in the limitations section.

· While the regional focus is a strength, brief discussion on the generalizability of findings beyond Malabar would add clarity.

· The policy implications are strong; linking them more explicitly to existing gig worker welfare schemes in Kerala or India could enhance practical relevance.
Overall, this is a high-quality, empirically grounded, and policy-relevant manuscript that makes a meaningful contribution to research on women, informal labour, and financial vulnerability in the gig economy.
Recommendation: Accept 

Justification:

The manuscript is scientifically rigorous, well-structured, and makes a strong empirical and policy-relevant contribution to the literature on women’s participation in the gig economy and financial vulnerability.
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