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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.


	Although the topic of occupational safety for coal miners in India is important, in this manuscript almost all citations are fabricated, with only 17, 20, and 21 verifiable. Fabricated references invalidate the literature base, the analysis, and any claimed contributions. The work is not reproducible or trustworthy without verifiable sources and auditable data. I recommend only a fully re sourced and transparently documented submission should be considered in the future.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Given the fabricated references the title is misleading; suggested: “Occupational safety risks in Indian coal mining: A verified evidence based review.”
	

	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 not acceptable because it relies on fabricated citations and makes unsupported claims. Rewrite to include a clear objective, verifiable data sources, concise methods, sample details, key quantitative findings with numbers, and specific limitations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Pervasive fabricated references make the manuscript scientifically invalid, with unsupported claims and unverifiable methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are neither sufficient nor recent; almost all are fabricated except 17, 20, and 21, so replace the list entirely with genuine, up to date, peer reviewed sources.
	

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


	The paper reads with tense inconsistencies, unclear claims, and disallowed em dashes requiring a full rewrite by a skilled academic editor.
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