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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.


	This manuscript holds considerable importance for the scientific community because it provides rare, region-specific empirical evidence on the vulnerabilities of women gig workers in India’s evolving labour market. By employing logistic regression and chi-square analysis, the study demonstrates that income is the only statistically significant determinant of social security access, highlighting the economic barriers that shape welfare inclusion. The findings contribute to broader debates on gender, informality, and social protection by situating gig work within Kerala’s socio-economic context, thereby enriching comparative research on precarious employment. Most importantly, the study underscores the urgent need for policy interventions that address income-linked disparities, offering a valuable foundation for designing inclusive and gender-sensitive labour welfare frameworks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Income as a Key Determinant of Social Security Access among Women Gig Workers in the Malabar Region of Kerala: Evidence from Logistic Regression Analysis”, is clear and descriptive, but it is somewhat lengthy and highly technical. While it accurately reflects the study’s focus, it could be made more concise and engaging to appeal to a broader academic audience. Based on three decades of reviewers’ experience, the title of the paper should be modified with the following alternative topic:

“Exploring Income-Linked Disparities in Social Security Access: Evidence from Women Gig Workers in Kerala-Evidence from Logistic Regression Analysis”,

	

	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 clear, but it can be made simpler and more direct. Right now, it includes too many technical details that may overwhelm readers. Here are my suggestions:

· Remove the pseudo R² value and other statistical jargon from the abstract. Instead, just say the model had limited explanatory power.

· Add a short line about the sample profile (for example, that most respondents were rural women gig workers).

· Emphasise the main finding in plain words: higher income increases the chance of accessing social security.

· End with a simple statement about the policy relevance of the study, highlighting the need for better welfare coverage for women gig workers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It applies appropriate statistical methods, uses a reasonable sample size, and transparently reports findings, showing that income significantly influences social security access among women gig workers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	he references used in the manuscript are adequate, but many are slightly dated. Adding more recent sources would strengthen the study. Suggested additions include India’s Code on Social Security, 2020, the e-Shram portal initiative, and recent scholarly work on gig workers’ welfare. These updates would provide stronger policy relevance and ensure the manuscript reflects current debates in social protection and labour reforms.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in a clear, formal, and academic style, with appropriate use of technical terms and structured arguments. The sections are well-organised, and the flow of ideas is logical, making it accessible to researchers and policymakers. Minor simplification in certain parts—such as reducing technical jargon in the abstract—could further improve readability, but overall, the language meets the standards expected in academic publishing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is well-structured and makes a valuable contribution to understanding social security access among women gig workers. The study’s focus on the Malabar region adds important contextual depth, and the use of logistic regression provides strong empirical grounding. However, simplifying overly technical sections (especially in the abstract) and incorporating more recent references would enhance readability and relevance. The paper is scientifically sound, but expanding the discussion of policy implications and institutional barriers could make the findings more impactful for both academic and policymaking audiences.

The study is scientifically sound, methodologically correct, and relevant, but it would benefit from simplifying technical language in the abstract, adding more recent references, and slightly expanding the policy implications. These are minor adjustments that will make the manuscript stronger without requiring major restructuring.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript, as the study design, data collection, and reporting appear appropriate, transparent, and consistent with standard academic research practices.
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