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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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.


	This manuscript addresses a timely and highly relevant topic in the field of educational technology: the integration of AI in university-level English education. It provides empirical evidence on the impact of AI-assisted learning on students’ academic achievement and learning motivation. The research design is rigorous and includes both quantitative data and cognitive engagement indicators, such as eye-tracking. This study contributes valuable insights to the scholarly community and can guide the future development of AI-enhanced pedagogical strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the core content of the study.
Alternative suggestion (optional):
"Enhancing Deep Learning and Motivation in University English Education through AI Technology: A Quasi-Experimental Study"
	

	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 and well-structured. However, it may benefit from explicitly mentioning the use of eye-tracking as a cognitive engagement indicator and the number of participants involved in the study. This would increase clarity and highlight the robustness of the research design.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research questions are clear, the methodology is appropriate, and the results are well-analyzed. The statistical procedures are correctly applied (e.g., ANOVA, post-hoc analysis), and the conclusions are well-supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent and highly relevant, covering publications from 2024–2025. This demonstrates the author's strong awareness of current research. However, the manuscript would benefit from a slightly deeper engagement with theoretical frameworks of learning motivation beyond ARCS, such as Self-Determination Theory (Deci & Ryan) or Technology Acceptance Model (TAM).

Suggested additional references:
· Deci, E. L., & Ryan, R. M. (2000). The "what" and "why" of goal pursuits: Human needs and the self-determination of behavior. Psychological Inquiry.

· Davis, F. D. (1989). Perceived usefulness, perceived ease of use, and user acceptance of information technology. MIS Quarterly.
	

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


	Overall, the language is clear and professional. However, minor grammatical adjustments and improvements in sentence clarity are needed in certain sections, particularly the results and conclusion. A final proofreading by a native English speaker or professional editor is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. A summary table or conceptual diagram illustrating the study’s two phases and group structures (G, M, D / S1, S2, C1, C2) would enhance clarity for readers.

2. Consider expanding the ethical discussion regarding AI tools and student data privacy, which is only briefly mentioned.

3. The distinction between multimedia-based AI and cognitive-process-based AI should be further clarified in the methodology.
Recommendation:
Minor Revision
(The manuscript is of high quality and can be accepted after minor revisions concerning clarity, ethical discussion, and language.)
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