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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.


	The manuscript touches on an important and timely subject. As AI continues to transform organizations, the need for executives to understand and apply AI concepts in decision-making is growing. The paper highlights this gap and offers a structured review with practical recommendations. It will be useful for researchers and practitioners, especially in leadership development and executive education.
The authors should emphasize in their response how their study adds value beyond existing reviews, and make clear the contribution for both academic and practitioner audiences.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and accurately reflects the focus of the paper. I find it suitable as it is.
No major changes needed. The authors may simply confirm agreement.
	

	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 gives a good overview of the study. It explains the purpose, key issues, and recommendations. To make it even stronger, the authors might consider briefly highlighting measurable outcomes (e.g., “better forecasting accuracy” or “improved decision-making speed”).
The authors should revise the abstract by including outcomes such as improved forecasting accuracy and faster decision-making to make the impact clearer.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well written and technically sound. It presents a good overview of literature and frameworks. What it could add is a stronger connection to practice—perhaps a few more detailed examples or case-based insights to show how these ideas work in real business settings.
The authors should expand by integrating one or two sector-specific examples to show how AI literacy affects leadership in practice.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are current and well selected. They cover the most recent studies in the field (2023–2025). Adding a few more empirical studies, especially on executive training or sector-specific adoption of AI, would further enrich the discussion.
Authors may add a few more empirical sources, especially case-based studies on AI training for executives.
	

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


	The English is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. A little tightening in the literature review section could improve flow, but overall, the language is good.
Authors should review the literature review section for conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I encourage the authors to:

Provide more detail on how the literature was selected (method of review).

Include a conceptual figure linking AI literacy, leadership, and organizational performance.

Expand slightly on limitations, especially the challenge of generalizing findings across industries.
Authors should clarify how the literature was selected, provide a conceptual model linking AI literacy to leadership outcomes, and expand the limitations section.

The manuscript is strong, relevant, and timely. It mainly needs some minor revisions to add practical depth and strengthen clarity. With those adjustments, it will be a valuable contribution to the field.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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