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PART 1: Comments

Reviewer’'s comment 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 | «  This manuscript explores a highly relevant topic, the role of Al in Corporate
regarding the importance of Governance (CG), which is essential for modern businesses.
this manuscript for the e It contributes to understanding the dual nature of Al—its benefits and

scientific community. A hall . "
minimum of 3-4 sentences challenges—in governance practices.

may be required for this e The focus on the manufacturing industry in China adds depth and relevance given
part. the country's technological advancements.

Is the title of the article While it is descriptive, it could be more concise and impactful.

suitable?

(If not please suggest an Suggested Title: “Al in Corporate Governance: Navigating Critical and Comfortable

alternative title) Aspects.”




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 captures the essence of the paper but could benefit from increased
clarity and brevity.

Suggestions:

Summarize findings and implications more concisely.

Mention the qualitative strategy explicitly.

Is the manuscript
scientifically, correct?
Please write here.

The manuscript is scientifically sound but would benefit from addressing these areas:

e Expand on how thematic analysis strengthened the findings.
e Provide more critical analysis linking findings to existing literature.

Are the references sufficient
and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional
references, please mention
them in the review form.

The references are relevant and recent, but a few formatting inconsistencies need
correction.
Suggestions:

e Verify citation style for uniformity.
e Include additional references on Al ethics frameworks for better context.

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

Simplify overly complex sentences to improve readability. Otherwise OK.

Optional/General comments

e Figures and visuals need better integration into the text to enhance analysis.
e Discuss broader implications beyond the manufacturing industry.
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? | issues here in details)
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