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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.


	This manuscript is significant to the scientific community as it explores the nascent intersection of Generative Artificial Intelligence (GenAI) and Agile Project Management (APM) - an area vital to the destiny of digital project execution. It provides useful insights into how GenAI can empower agility, decision-making, and collaborative teamwork and tackle ethical and organizational issues. Through pinning down essential research gaps and laying out directions for the future, the article sets a timely groundwork for developing scholarly research and applied innovation in AI-powered project management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“AI-Augmented Agility: A Comprehensive Review of Generative AI Applications in Agile Project Management”
	

	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.


	Needs moderate revision.

· The abstract is concise, but it is not methodologically transparent; it needs to clarify that the study is a literature review and offer a brief overview of its scope.

· The original contribution of the paper is not clearly delineated and needs to specify exactly what it contributes to existing research.

· The closing lines needs to be improved to highlight both scholarly and practical  implications, instead of making general statements.

· Some of the sentences are wordy or redundant and need to be shortened for accuracy and academic style.

Generally, the abstract is informative but needs tightening and more clear-cut statement of method, contribution and significance in order to meet publishing standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually and scientifically correct, but it should strengthen methodological rigor and empirical linkage to meet the standards expected of a high-quality scholarly review.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A few changes are recommended:

· Add more theoretical references on Agile practices to provide a more solid theoretical basis.

· Check that all entries are topically relevant- one or two appear only tangentially related to paper.

Generally, the references are sufficient, current and stylistically coherent, but can be improved by including a few seminal works to add academic richness and contextual completeness.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, formal and academically appropriate .The syntax and grammar are correct, and the tone also aligns with academic standards. Minor stylistic adjustment is advised to minimize verbosity and enhance clarity in a few places. The overall quality of language is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers a well-organized and relevant research work on integration of  Generative AI and Agile Project Management. The subject matter is current and makes a valuable contribution to existing research. It is suggested that minor methodological clarity, analytical depth, and contribution statement are recommended to enhance its impact as a scholarly paper.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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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