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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.
	This manuscript highlights how AI-powered data lakes transform raw data into actionable insights for enterprise governance, risk management, and strategic value creation. It links technological innovation with decision- making, resilience, and ethical considerations, offering practical guidance for achieving competitive advantage and sustainable growth in the digital economy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is attention-grabbing; however, the content does not fully reflect the stated problem
	

	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 seems too general. It does not specify the research methodology, provide concrete results or findings, and ignores potential challenges and limitations of implementing the technologies. Many phrases, such as “unprecedented opportunities” and “meaningful insights,” are unclear.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It lacks a clear research methodology, empirical evidence, and verifiable data. Many statements are general, promotional, or speculative rather than evidence-based, making the work more descriptive or conceptual rather than scientifically rigorous.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are insufficient and partially outdated. Most are from 2017–2021, with few empirical or sector- specific studies, and 2022–2025 sources are missing. Formatting is inconsistent and does not meet scientific requirements. Additional recent, empirical, and properly formatted references are needed.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English is understandable but not fully suitable for scholarly writing. Issues include grammar and syntax errors, informal or imprecise word choice, inconsistent tense, and a sometimes promotional style. Careful editing is needed for clarity, formal tone, and academic precision.
	

	Optional/General comments
	however, its scientific value is limited due to the lack of empirical data, critical analysis, and concrete practical conclusions. To be considered for publication in a high-impact journal, significant revision is required: inclusion of empirical case studies, deeper analysis of ethical and organizational aspects, and a more rigorous methodological structure. 
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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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