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	1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s feedback 

	Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?

      (Please write a few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	1. Definitely yes, this study is technically as well as socially very much sound. The author has described AI and automation in a very well described manner. It will definitelty help the readers to understand the cognitive dissonance and help maintaining a proper work-life balance. 
2. Title is well framed and gives the gist of the whole study. 

3. Abstract is very much concise and it contains all of the necessary details. 

4. Yes, all the necessary sections as well as theoretical and conceptual framework composition is also there. 

5. In my sense, yes it is correct and should be published so that readers can address the working group’s conditions. 

6. There can be more references, and a bit more fresh. As I was reading in-text citations were from 2017, 18 so it will be great to quote someone who has done work recently. 
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	1. Language is overall okay, but there are some least noticeable grammatical issues. Author can keep this in mind for the upcoming studies. It is readable and the continuity maintained during the study is appreciable. 
	

	Optional comments


	Author should re-work on the objectives 1 & 2. If possible then should re-frame them and then go with it. They are okay now but if it is seen from a Layman’s perspective then it should be bit more simpler. 
	

	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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