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	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 impact of AI on the workforce is a topical issue that has policy and pedagogical implications. This paper is contributing to the discourse on AI and the workforce. The theme of the paper is, therefore, relevant. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article of the paper 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 is comprehensive. In 153 words, it summarizes the paper by stating the purpose, methodology used, findings, and implications. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, the scientific method needs to be explicit by adding the following headings after the introduction: a) the hypothesis or the research question; b_ the research method used (i.e. document analysis); c) Findings; d) Discussion; and e) Conclusion. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Since the subject of AI is recent, the references in the paper are recent. Out of 25 references, those published in 2024 constitute 84% and those published in 2023 and 2024 constitute 16%. 
	

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


	The use of English is good. However, the following highlighted text is a repetition:
2 Literature Review

The literature on AI workforce development reveals several key themes and research gaps. This review synthesizes findings from academic research, government reports, and industry implementations to establish a comprehensive understanding of current knowledge and identify areas requiring further investigation. The literature on AI workforce development reveals several key themes and research gaps. This review synthesizes findings from academic research, government reports, and industry implementations to establish a comprehensive understanding of current knowledge and identify areas requiring further investigation.
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