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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Through the collection of first-hand survey data and the use of logistic regression analysis, this study provides important empirical evidence on the socio-economic factors affecting female informal digital workers' access to social security. The findings contribute academically to the understanding of the relationship between gender, informal employment, and social security, and can serve as a reference for policymakers in designing a more inclusive social welfare system for the gig economy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Overall, the title of this paper is appropriate and clearly presents the core topic of the research.
	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract can summarise the research background, research methods, and main research findings. The abstract clearly explains the research objectives, data sources, and main findings, indicating that income has a significant impact on access to social security.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, this study is scientifically sound, and the quantitative research methods employed are also appropriate for examining the determinants of social security access. The study uses descriptive statistics, chi-square tests, and binary logistic regression analysis, which are methodologically reasonable. However, several aspects require further clarification or strengthening:
1. The explanatory power of the logistic regression model is relatively low (pseudo R² = 0.0326); it is recommended that the author provide a more detailed discussion on the implications of this result. 
2. The overall model did not reach statistical significance, so the research findings need to be interpreted with greater caution. 
3. It is suggested to discuss potential omitted variables, such as the level of awareness of the social security system, institutional barriers, or platform system factors.
 4. It is recommended to clearly explain the potential sample bias that may arise from snowball sampling. Addressing the above points will help enhance the rigor of the research methodology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The literature cited in this article is generally relevant, encompassing theories and empirical studies related to the gig economy, gender issues, and social security. However, the literature review could be further supplemented with recent studies (if available), particularly research findings from 2022–2025
	

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


	Overall, the English in this article is clear and highly readable, and the structure of the text is quite complete, with a clear logical flow.

However, it is still recommended to make minor language refinements, including:

1. Moderately simplifying overly long sentences

2. Ensuring consistency in grammar and terminology

3. Carrying out basic language edits
	

	Optional/General comments


	The following suggestions could further enhance the quality of the thesis:
1. It is recommended to add a subsection on Research Limitations, outlining the limitations of the sampling methods and the model's interpretability.
2. In the discussion chapter, a comparison with existing research results could be included.

The topic explored in this study is important and provides an empirical analysis of social security access for female gig workers. The research methods are basically appropriate, and the results are clearly presented. However, further revision is recommended regarding the explanation of the regression model, discussion of research limitations, and language refinement.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

This study did not find any significant ethical issues.
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