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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript addresses a timely and important topic, exploring faculty readiness and perception of AI in commerce education. The findings contribute to understanding how AI integration can transform teaching and learning practices. It provides useful insights for policymakers, administrators, and faculty on training needs and adoption challenges. However, the study’s limited sample and regional scope restrict broader generalization, which could be improved in future work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable but slightly long. A more concise alternative could be: “Faculty Readiness and Perceptions of AI in Commerce Education: Evidence from Chhatrapati Sambhajinagar City”.
	

	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 is comprehensive and includes key findings, challenges, and benefits. However, it could be improved by tightening the wording, highlighting methodology more clearly, and reducing repetition. Adding a brief mention of the statistical test used would strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is generally correct and follows a clear descriptive research design. Results are consistent with the stated objectives. However, some interpretations in the discussion appear broad and should be more closely tied to data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are fairly recent and sufficient, with several from 2023–2025. However, adding more international studies on AI in higher education and comparative works could strengthen the literature base.
	

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


	The language is understandable but could be improved for scholarly clarity. Some sentences are lengthy and repetitive. Careful editing would enhance readability and precision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper has value for the scientific community, especially in understanding local faculty perspectives on AI adoption. However, it could be better if the scope and limitations were stated more concisely, with stronger linkage between findings and implications for practice.
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