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PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	This manuscript is prominent for the scientific community because it addresses the gap in the global governance of occupational health and safety. This study is significant for worker well-being, productivity, and sustainable development at the international level. By capturing the perspectives of occupational health & safety, the study provides evidence-based support for the need for a corresponding globally governing framework that goes outside the national level and adopts a separated approach. The findings contribute to the literature by linking professional accord, multidisciplinary collaboration, and governance tasks, thereby offering practical understandings for policymakers, international organizations, and researchers. Furthermore, the study advances ongoing global debates led by institutions such as the ILO and WHO by offering informed instructions for establishing and coordinating occupational health safety across countries and industries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Title of the article needs some modification, but my suggested title is more suitable than the previous one.

BRIDGING THE GAP: EXPLORING GLOBAL GOVERNANCE IN MANAGING OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND SAFTEY PRACTICE

	

	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 must be written in paragraph shape; there is no need to include the main headings in the abstract sections, like (Aims, study design, place and duration of study methodology, result and conclusion). In the abstract section, part of the policy implication is not included.
Policy implications must be included in the abstract. Furthermore, at least two or three keywords were added in the abstract.
The author of this study should must be incorporate the given comments in the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically correct. The title of the article, the empirical result, and the methodology lie in economic theory and the specific field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References added in this research article are much smaller & my suggestion is adding more and latest references in the reference list. Second, there is no need to add the numeric number like 1, 2, and 3.

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	This manuscript is not completely suitable for high-quality scholarly communication. There are lots of grammar, syntax mistakes, and language clarity, consistency issues in this research article. There is a need to correct the grammatical mistakes and further improve the clarity and consistency in this manuscript.

	



	Optional/General comments
	Limited and lacking the latest literature in this article. The author should include the literature of the last 10 years. Second, there are a lot of grammatical mistakes in this study. Limited labor economics theory discuses related to the topic.
	Given comment must be incorporated.




PART 2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	No ethical issues in this manuscript.
	No ethical issues in this article. But much grammatical mistake, clarity issues, sequence problem in this study.
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