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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.


	Importance of this manuscript
This manuscript provides a timely and highly relevant synthesis of governance models for the safe deployment and fine-tuning of generative AI systems in enterprises handling sensitive data. As organisations accelerate AI adoption, clear, evidence-based governance frameworks are urgently needed. The manuscript contributes meaningfully by mapping real-world governance mechanisms, identifying gaps, and proposing actionable recommendations. The clarity of thematic analysis and the cross-sectoral insights will be valuable for researchers, practitioners, and policymakers.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is accurate, descriptive, and reflects the content well. It clearly signals the focus on governance, safety, fine-tuning, and enterprise data protection.
	

	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 well-structured, clear, and provides a solid summary of aims, methodology, key findings, and implications. It effectively captures the scope of the scoping review. No major additions are necessary.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript demonstrates strong methodological rigor with transparent PCC-based criteria, PRISMA-ScR aligned reporting, systematic screening, and well-structured qualitative synthesis. Claims are supported by cited evidence, and interpretations are reasonable. The thematic analysis is coherent and grounded in the reviewed studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are current (2020–2025) and include a strong mix of high-quality peer-reviewed journal articles, AI governance frameworks, and technical studies. The breadth is appropriate for a scoping review. No essential references appear to be missing.
	

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


	The manuscript is very well-written. The academic tone, clarity, organisation, and grammar are suitable for scholarly communication. Minor stylistic refinements are optional but not necessary.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-executed scoping review with strong conceptual clarity and practical relevance. The manuscript effectively bridges governance, compliance, privacy, AI model operations, and risk management—an area of growing importance. The thematic structure is logical and the policy/practice recommendations are actionable.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No ethical concerns are identified. The manuscript is a scoping review and does not involve human subjects or identifiable data.
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