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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.


	This manuscript contributes to the scientific community by mapping the development and knowledge structure of work–life integration research. Using bibliometric analysis, it identifies influential themes, authors, and publication trends, helping scholars understand how the field has evolved.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate.
	

	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 an excellent way to give readers an idea of what this study will examine, where the data was obtained from, how it was screened, and what tools were used in analysis. It has a good summary of the study's scope that would be helpful to readers. Although there are some possible improvements to the abstract based on its ability to report specific numbers/quantitative measures which represent the bibliometric contribution (such as the top country, top journal(s), or largest keyword cluster(s)) that could make the abstract more informative for other scholars. If the shortens the recommendations for managers so they have enough room to add those statistics, the abstract should become much clearer and more informative for the academic community.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows a recognizable and accepted bibliometric and systematic review approach, employing PRISMA-based screening and established analytical tools, which supports its scientific foundation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list appears to be quite large and provides both the foundational literature in this area and several recent studies that indicate the have covered much of the existing body of knowledge well. The inclusion of at least a few other studies which were empirically grounded regarding hybrid post-pandemic work and digital boundary management would help establish a measure of balance and contextualize the study’s results. For the most part, the references appear to provide sufficient support to achieve the objectives outlined in the research.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally readable and communicates its ideas in a structured manner.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript deals with a contemporary subject matter that is very important, as well as it gives a good overview of how research in the area of work-life integration developed from the bibliometric perspective. In order to further improve the contribution, the could attempt to develop more precise analysis of the results, provide more clear explanations of the rationale behind the methodological choices and reduce the amount of repetitive description. If the refine their structural and linguistic approaches, they will be able to present a reference point of value for researchers and practitioners who are involved in this field.
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