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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	· Despite the topic being highly urgent and relevant, the quality of execution was low that it diminished its potential impact
· Fatal Contradiction:
a. High policy relevance vs Poor academic execution
b. Valuable empirical data vs Terrible presentation
c. Important comparative insights vs Incoherent analysis
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	· Terms that are too technical and not commonly used
· Confusing preposition (should be "at the intersection of")
· Recommended Alternative Titles ”Managing Migrant Health at Policy Crossroads: A Comparative Analysis of HIV/AIDS Governance in France and Canada”.
	

	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.

	· "sccm" should be "seem", "thesis" should be "these"
· "public migrants" should be "migrant populations" or "migrants"
· The research method used in the comparison of the two countries is not explained.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	· The opening sentence is unclear: "France and Canada have different political systems [1] but their policy approach they more?" - this sentence is incomplete and confusing.
· Lots of topic jumping without any clear logical connection
· The discussion about France and Canada is disproportionate
· Explain how the findings contribute to the theory.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references used are relatively old. It is recommended to use sources from reputable international journals published within the last 5 years.
	

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

	
· Consistent grammatical error: "those already installed on the territory as well"
· Sentence structures that are too long and complex
· Inconsistency in the use of tenses
· This article appears to be an unedited automatic translation.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
This article contains valuable insights into the intersection of immigration and health policy, but its potential is hampered by problems with presentation and structure. With systematic revision, this article could be a significant contribution to the comparative policy analysis literature.


	










	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No. 
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