Editor’s Comment:
[bookmark: _GoBack]
After considering the three peer reviews (Minor / Major / Minor) and
my own assessment, my editorial decision is “Major Revision.”

Your topic is timely and relevant. The preliminary findings are
promising. However, before the paper can be considered for acceptance,
several methodological and reporting issues must be addressed:

1.     Measurement model: Report factor loadings, internal consistency
(α or ω), composite reliability (CR), average variance extracted
(AVE), and discriminant validity (e.g., HTMT / Fornell–Larcker).
Clarify any item deletions and rationale.

2.     Mediation analysis: Correct the a×b computation and report the
bootstrapped indirect effect with 95% bias-corrected CIs, alongside
direct and total effects estimated in a consistent framework.

3.     Model fit: Specify the estimation framework (covariance-based
SEM vs. PLS-SEM) and provide appropriate fit indices (e.g., CFI, TLI,
RMSEA, SRMR; or PLS: R², Q², SRMR).

4.     Common method bias: Diagnose and report (e.g., Harman’s
one-factor test and/or an unmeasured latent method factor).

5.     Sampling details: Elaborate stratification criteria,
allocation, nonresponse handling, exclusion rules, and a priori/power
considerations.

6.     Operational definitions: Precisely define how Technological
diversity was computed (category scheme, scoring, weighting,
thresholds for “High/Very High”).

7.     Controls: Consider including key covariates (e.g., gender,
year, AI experience) or provide robustness checks.

8.     Tables/Figures and style: Align arrow directions and labels
across figures/tables; unify p-value formatting to “p < .001”; correct
typos and capitalization (e.g., ChatGPT, Pearson’s r, Likert).
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