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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 deals with an important and timely topic in education. It looks at how the use of AI affects students’ critical thinking, especially through the idea of cognitive offload. The results are interesting and raise useful questions about how much we should rely on AI in learning environments. This research can help teachers and education planners better understand how to use AI.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, well-chosen, and matches the content of the article effectively.
	

	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 generally useful and informative. The research aim is clearly stated, and the mention of methods such as the Sobel test and the use of specific technologies adds strength to this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound. The hypotheses are clearly stated, and the statistical techniques and tests used, along with the research method, support the reliability of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include both recent studies and foundational works, which is a strong point. However, it would be even better if the author could include references from countries outside Europe and the US to give the work a more global perspective.
	

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


	Yes, the language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but minor editing is recommended in some sentence structures. For example, in the abstract, the sentence “Of the 450 copies of the questionnaire that was administered, 380 copies of the questionnaire was returned” should be corrected to “Of the 450 copies of the questionnaire that were administered, 380 were returned” to improve grammar and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents strong and valuable scientific content. However, a careful review of the grammatical structures and sentence clarity is recommended to improve the overall quality of the writing
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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