
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Global Economics, Management and Business Research

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JGEMBR_13820

	Title of the Manuscript:
	

	
	Generative AI and Agile Project Management: A Review of Opportunities, Challenges, and Research Directions

	Type of the Article
	


[bookmark: General_guidelines_for_the_Peer_Review_p]
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 holds considerable importance for the scientific community as it explores the emerging intersection between Generative Artificial Intelligence (GenAI) and Agile Project Management (APM), two domains that are rapidly reshaping organizational practices. By synthesizing current literature, it provides a structured understanding of how GenAI can enhance Agile methodologies through automation, decision support, and continuous learning. The study also highlights critical ethical and implementation challenges, offering balanced insights rather than purely optimistic claims. Overall, it contributes a timely theoretical foundation for future empirical research and practical innovation in AI-augmented
project management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article is suitable and clearly reflects the main focus of the manuscript. It accurately conveys the study’s objective of reviewing the opportunities, challenges, and research directions at the intersection of Generative Artificial Intelligence and Agile Project Management. The wording is concise, informative, and aligned with
the paper’s content.
	




	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 comprehensive, coherent, and effectively summarises the main objectives, scope, and findings of the study. It clearly presents the integration of Generative AI with Agile Project Management and outlines both the opportunities and challenges associated with this convergence. To make it even stronger, the author could briefly mention the methodological foundation—specifically that the paper is a literature review—to clarify how the conclusions were derived. Overall, the abstract is informative and well-balanced,
requiring only minor refinement for completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and conceptually well- developed. The discussion demonstrates a clear understanding of both Generative Artificial Intelligence and Agile Project Management, integrating them through logical reasoning and relevant scholarly evidence. The arguments are supported by recent references, and the conceptual framework is consistent with contemporary research trends. However, the paper could be strengthened by providing more details on the review methodology and inclusion criteria for the selected literature to enhance transparency and reproducibility.
Overall, it maintains strong scientific integrity and coherence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, recent, and relevant to the scope of the study. Most of the cited works are from 2023–2025, indicating that the author has incorporated up-to-date literature from credible journals. The references effectively support the theoretical discussion on Generative AI, Agile methodologies, and human–AI collaboration. The inclusion of a few empirical studies or case-based analyses on AI-assisted Agile implementation could further strengthen the evidence base, but overall, the reference section is
well-prepared and satisfactory.
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in clear, formal, and academic English, with consistent terminology and logical flow. The tone is professional and objective throughout. A few lengthy sentences could be slightly refined for smoother readability, but the overall presentation meets
the standards of academic publishing.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript presents a well-structured and insightful review of the intersection between Generative AI and Agile Project Management— an area of growing relevance in contemporary research and industry practice. The discussion is comprehensive, addressing both technical and ethical dimensions, and the proposed research directions are clearly articulated. Including minor enhancements such as a brief methodological clarification and possibly a visual summary of the conceptual framework would further enrich the paper. Overall, it is a strong and timely contribution deserving consideration after minor
revision.

The manuscript presents a comprehensive and well-structured review on the integration of Generative Artificial Intelligence and Agile Project Management. It is conceptually sound, well-referenced, and highly relevant to current academic and professional discussions. The writing is clear and scholarly, and the arguments are logically developed.
Minor revisions are recommended—specifically, adding a brief explanation of the review methodology and a few practical examples to enhance the paper’s applicability. Overall, the study is scientifically strong and suitable for publication after minor revision.
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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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