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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.


	ESG information disclosure helps companies be more open and responsible about how they operate. It gives investors, regulators, and the public a clearer picture of how a company handles things like environmental impact, social responsibility, and ethical leadership. These areas are becoming more important in judging a company’s long-term success and assessing how companies align themselves with global sustainability goals. For a major global player like China, improving how ESG information disclosure is a smart move to stay in step with other leading economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested: “Comparative Analysis on ESG Information Disclosure Regulatory System for Listed Companies in China”
	

	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.


	1. The abstract does not clearly articulate the specific gap in the Chinese regulatory practice. While the gap/improvement in China ESG disclosure can be implied from reading the entirety of the abstract, consider clearly stating what the current gap is. For example, after discussing the trend of ESG disclosure in EU and US, you could include a statement or something similar to: “Despite the growing global attention to ESG and related information disclosures, there remains a lack of comparative analysis on how China’s evolving regulatory framework on ESG aligns with global trend.”
2. Help readers/other scholars understand the keyterms by including their definitions.

3. The abstract does not seem to include the scope and method through which the comparative analysis is done. Is the analysis through research of publicly available literature, is it through data gathering or through analysis of statutory texts on ESG information disclosure? 

4. While there is a short string of words that pitches the significance of ESG information disclosure towards the end of the abstract, the abstract should clearly highlight the significance prominently, and the significance and impact of ESG information disclosure should come early in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	· Section 2 is supposed to discuss ESG regulatory regimes abroad. However, the discussion centered on only the EU and the US. This might because these are the two regions where ESG is prominent. Nonetheless, consider discussing the ESG regulatory regimes in other parts of the world – you may group the rest of the world as one, or in a grouping that aligns with the level of ESG development. The idea should be to have a holistic review of ESG “abroad”, which suggests more than just the EU and the US.

· Section 5 on conclusion should focus on the findings from the analysis. Consider moving recommendations to a different section, and consider including what limitations you have encountered in this study.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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