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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 addresses a highly relevant and contemporary issue in the field of education — the role of Artificial Intelligence (AI) in adolescent learning, with a specific focus on academic integrity and critical thinking. The topic holds substantial significance as AI increasingly transforms educational practices globally. The paper’s emphasis on ethical integration and responsible AI use provides practical value for policymakers, educators, and curriculum developers. The review contributes meaningfully to the ongoing discourse on the balance between technological innovation and educational ethics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content and objectives of the paper. It captures both the scope (“Adolescent Learning”) and the dual thematic focus (“Opportunities and Challenges for Academic Integrity and Critical Thinking”).

Suggestion (optional):
Consider a concise version for clarity:
“AI in Adolescent Learning: Implications for Academic Integrity and Critical Thinking.”

	

	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 informative and presents the purpose, scope, methodology, and major implications effectively. However, it could be strengthened by explicitly mentioning the number of studies analyzed and the key outcomes or gaps identified through the PRISMA review.

Suggestion:
Add 1–2 sentences summarizing the synthesis results and primary research gaps to make the abstract more result-oriented.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. The PRISMA methodology is well explained, and the inclusion criteria are clearly stated. The literature coverage from 2016 to 2025 is comprehensive and provides a balanced view of both opportunities and ethical concerns. The discussion effectively integrates theoretical and empirical findings.

Minor concern:
Some sections (e.g., “Data Analysis” and “Results”) could benefit from more critical comparison between studies rather than descriptive summaries.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, recent, and relevant, covering foundational works (Luckin, Roll & Wylie) and very recent studies (2024–2025). However, a few citations appear repeated or slightly inconsistent in formatting (e.g., Luckin et al., 2016 listed twice with slightly different subtitles). Ensuring uniformity in APA formatting would improve clarity.

Suggestion:
Add more references focusing on AI ethics frameworks in education (e.g., UNESCO, 2023; OECD AI in Education Reports) to deepen the policy relevance.


	

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


	The manuscript is well written, with clear academic English and logical flow. Minor grammatical corrections and punctuation refinements could improve readability (e.g., some long sentences in “AI in Education” section could be broken down). Overall, the language quality is suitable for publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The inclusion of Table 1 enhances transparency and academic rigor.

The Discussion and Implications section is particularly strong and policy-relevant.

The paper would benefit from a Conceptual Framework diagram summarizing the relationship between AI, academic integrity, and critical thinking.

The Limitations section could emphasize the absence of adolescent perspectives through qualitative studies and recommend mixed-method research in future.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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