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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	1) As we are moving towards AI era, it is very important to adopt the changes AI will bring in not only education system but also in everybody’s life.
2) The paper focuses on three readiness required that is Technology readiness, organization readiness and environment readiness.
3) The manuscript is helpful for scientific community to understand the possibilities and challenges for adopting AI through used Case study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title is fine and goes with contents of the research article
	

	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.


	Abstract doesn’t give you clear idea about what is exactly the authors want to say, specially the latter part of the abstract.
Need some modification in the abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1) The manuscript is scientifically correct but lack the statistical analysis in depth. Need some more deeper scientific proofs 
2) No deep explanation of the data used in the all tables

3) No mathematical modelling explained 

4) Methodology lacks the flow of the work

5) No Block diagram/flow diagram 

6) Lacks clarity in data and explanation
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