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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 paper is timely and valuable for researchers, as it provides one of the few practical analyses on the governance and ethics of AI in business process management. The integration of concepts such as human autonomy, organizational accountability, and algorithmic transparency into a single framework fills important gaps in existing research. The mixed method used in the study brings together both concrete data and contextual explanations, providing a clear picture of how organizations can use autonomous technologies in a responsible manner.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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 effectively communicates the study but could benefit from slightly more cohesion and precision. 

· Structuring objectives

· Clarify the methodology

· Improve the flow of results


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. Its research design, analysis, interpretation, and theoretical grounding meet academic standards. Minor refinements in wording, conciseness, and framing could further improve clarity, but there are no substantive scientific flaws detected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are generally sufficient and include a significant proportion of recent sources, especially from the last 3-5 years, which is appropriate for a field that is constantly evolving.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in a clear academic style, uses appropriate terminology, and follows the conventions typical of research papers.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured manuscript that makes a significant contribution to the ongoing discussions on AI governance.

Some parts require minor refinements to ensure the fluency of the text.

The figures and tables are adequate, but in a few places the visual clarity is not optimal.

Another strength is the mixed methods approach, although the qualitative section could be slightly expanded for a richer perspective.
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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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