Editor’s Comment:
The manuscript in its current state requires a major revision to meet the standards of academic publication. The most pressing concern is the language, tone, and grammatical precision, which currently detract significantly from the work's credibility and impact. The writing style is often informal and colloquial, using phrases such as "this article talks about" or "AI may scare executives," which are unsuitable for a scholarly journal. Furthermore, frequent grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and repetition of ideas undermine the clarity and professionalism of the argument.
 
The abstract functions more as a simple summary than a powerful, standalone synopsis; it must be rewritten to concisely state the research problem, methodology, key findings, and implications. Structurally, the document requires attention to its formatting. The concluding sections are confusingly organized, blending summary, implications, limitations, and recommendations into a disjointed flow that should be streamlined into a coherent conclusion and a separate, clear recommendations section.

The analysis within the literature review and discussion sections would benefit from a more critical synthesis. Rather than primarily reporting the findings of other studies, the authors should deepen their analysis by interpreting these findings, identifying overarching trends and contradictions, and explicitly linking them back to the research gap stated in the introduction to build a more persuasive argument.
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