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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 is important to the scientific community as it offers a new approach to engineering curriculum reform. By incorporating AI, IoT, and signal processing into learning, this article helps to address educational challenges in the digital age. This approach also promotes the strengthening of graduate students' computational thinking skills. This contribution is relevant for the development of a more adaptive and modern engineering curriculum.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I consider that the title of this article is appropriate to the content of the manuscript, as it reflects the main focus on improving computational thinking through curriculum reform. It also includes important elements such as graduate education, sensing and control technologies, and integration of modern computational approaches. Although the title is quite long, overall it is relevant and informative.


	

	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.


	This abstract adequately describes the main focus of the manuscript, which is the integration of computational techniques in modern engineering curriculum reform. However, the abstract has not conveyed the background of the problem, the approach or methods used, and the main results or findings of implementing the reform. In addition, the scientific contribution of the article to the development of engineering education should be emphasized more explicitly. It is suggested that the abstract be completed with these elements to make it more comprehensive and in accordance with scientific writing standards.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, the manuscript is organized with an appropriate scientific approach and is relevant to technological developments in the field of engineering education. The integration of AI, IoT, and signal processing into the curriculum shows a good understanding of modern educational needs. The concepts discussed are supported by current theory and practice, and have a strong logical foundation. However, to ensure overall scientific validity, it is necessary to further review the methodology and supporting data used in evaluating the success of the curriculum reform.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in this manuscript are relevant and helpful in supporting the arguments and providing empirical evidence for the curriculum reforms discussed.


	

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


	In general, the use of English in this article is good enough for scientific communication. The sentence structure is clear and the flow of delivery is coherent, making it easier for readers to understand the content of the article. However, there are still some parts that need to be improved in terms of grammar, selection of academic vocabulary, and consistency of writing style. It is recommended that this article be reviewed by a native speaker or use an academic language editing service to ensure the feasibility of publication in an international journal.
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