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	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.

	
	

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

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

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

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

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	


Review Comment

1. Overall Chapter is good. But little corrections required if may possible.
 
2. Without outlining the precise study objectives or hypotheses, the abstract immediately dives into technique. It's challenging to determine precisely what is being tested.

3. There may be misunderstanding because words like "job security" and "AI-powered administrative tools" are frequently used but never defined in practical terms.

4. Although the phenomenological technique is stated, little is said about how the interviews were coded, how saturation was attained, or how researcher bias was controlled.
5. Formatting is good.

6. References are sufficient.

7. Tables and Diagram are missing. But if possible then mention otherwise ok.
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