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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.

	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it advances digital transformation research beyond a purely technological or macro-level focus. By integrating psychological, behavioural, and spiritual dimensions, the study provides a human-centred perspective that is often missing in digital workplace literature. The proposed conceptual framework and assessment scale offer a foundation for future empirical validation and theory building in human resource management, organisational behaviour, and digital transformation studies. The work is particularly relevant for scholars examining sustainable and inclusive workplace design in rapidly digitalising environments.
	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly outlines the purpose, methodology, and contribution of the study. However, it may be improved by briefly clarifying that the scale development is at a preliminary validation stage and that the framework is conceptual rather than empirically tested using primary data.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of conceptual development and scale construction procedures. The use of expert validation and reliability testing is appropriate. However, as the study is largely conceptual and based on secondary data, claims related to empirical robustness should be carefully framed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are largely sufficient and include relevant and recent sources. However, some citations are dated, and a few references are duplicated or inconsistently formatted. Including more recent high-impact journal articles from the last three to five years would strengthen the scholarly grounding.
	

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

	The language is generally understandable but requires substantial editing. There are grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, repetition, and long sentences that affect clarity and readability. Professional language editing is strongly recommended.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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