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	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 “The Impact of AI and Automation Policies on Employee Development” offers significant
Contributions to the scientific community by addressing a critical intersection between technological advancement & human capital management. It provides a comprehensive & timely analysis of how AI and automation policies are reshaping job roles, skill requirements, and organizational learning frameworks. By synthesizing empirical research, theoretical perspectives and policy responses, the paper highlights the need for inclusive, adaptive and forward looking employee development strategies in an evolving digital landscape. Its findings and recommendations serve as a valuable resource for scholars, policymakers and business leaders seeking to ensure that workforce development keeps pace with technological change. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “The Impact of AI and Automation Policies on Employee Development” is clear, relevant and also generally suitable for the content of the manuscript. 
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is generally comprehensive but a few improvements can enhance clarity and impact.
Suggestions: 

1. First of all clarify the methodology that’s mean change “primary data to secondary sources” to accurately reflect the study’s method. For example, this qualitative paper based on secondary sources including academic literature, industry reports and policy documents.
2. Break down long sentences for better readability. For example, It employs a thematic approach to emphasize emergent trends and issues in technologically induced workspaces. (No need to mention secondary sources usage here, it adds confusion).
3. Briefly state the use of thematic analysis. For example, Using thematic analysis the study identifies major challenges and opportunities related to employee development in AI-driven workplaces.

4. Add brief mention of recommendations and also deleting redundancies. For example, the paper concludes with strategic recommendations for building a future ready, adaptable workforce. Phrases like “increase productivity and stimulate innovation” can be cut unless central to a key argument
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of its structure, content and use of relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references used in manuscript are mostly sufficient, relevant and recent that covering a wide range of academic literature, industry reports and policy documents.
	

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


	The language of the article generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, the manuscript would benefit from minor editing to improve clarity, reduce repetition like AI and automation, employee development and correct occasional grammatical issues like secondary usage of primary data, reluctance to learn new tools.                 
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