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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 paper is going to be an addition to the body of knowledge in the field of strategic human resource management. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable to the title. It has less discussion about strategies and organizational implications. Rather this is a review or an exploration of theories which is article strongly writes about. I got two suggestions that the author can choose from. Either one will do: (1) adopt this title “Exploring Employee Motivation Theories”, or (2) revise the paper to address the strategies and organizational implications. Either one, this paper will be more credible.  
	

	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.


	Since the articles title doesn’t go with its content, I edit the abstract based on which option the author will take: (1) adopt this title “Exploring Employee Motivation Theories”, or (2) revise the paper to address the strategies and organizational implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes! The manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but less recent. Kindly review the references in terms of recency and accuracy to the content. 
	

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


	Yes! the language/English quality of the article is good and academic. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the article is good. Just go ahead and administer the changes needed. 
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	(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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