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	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.


	In the context of this work, the author is interested in an important theme. Today, the GIG ECONOMY occupies an important place in the labour market. Companies and entrepreneurs prefer this type of work because it saves time and reduces labour costs. The author chose to work in OECD countries because they face several difficulties in this type of work. In addition, the author's theme reminds us of the months of suffering endured by the countries of the world during the health crisis linked to the COVID-19 pandemic. This theme is therefore topical, and will provide all players in the labour market with new perspectives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is interesting, but the author could have included the study area in the title.
	

	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 title of this article is too long - the author should revise it. In addition, the results are not well explained in the summary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The author explains in his methodological approach that he will use a quantitative and a qualitative method. However, if we look at the author's results, we do not see the tools of these two methods. Furthermore, in the context of the qualitative approach, the author states that he questioned around fifty workers, but unfortunately we do not have a copy of the questionnaire in the appendix. The sample chosen by the author is not representative.
For this reason, the author should make a single choice of the methodological approach to be used. Either the qualitative or the quantitative approach.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In view of the topicality of the subject, the author should use the authors and works published between 2019 and 2024 to update his work.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The author should use plain English. In addition, he should include a section devoted to acronyms to facilitate comprehension.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, the author should review the methodological approach he wishes to use in this work. In addition, the results should be presented according to the chosen approach. 
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