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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 research addresses a critical and timely concern by connecting accounting education with the rapid advancement of artificial intelligence. By investigating how accounting students perceive and utilize tools such as ChatGPT, it offers an insightful and practical perspective on how upcoming professionals are adapting to ongoing technological changes. In addition to enriching the theoretical discourse on technology acceptance through the TAM framework, the research underscores tangible strategies for educators and policymakers to redesign curricula in line with the needs of the digital age. Its focus on a new and still-emerging area of research provides much-needed evidence to support efforts to prepare students for careers where technological competence is essential.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Perceptions and Attitudes of Accounting Students: Determinants of Artificial Intelligence Adoption”, is clear but could be slightly refined to emphasize both the population and the framework used. A suggested alternative:
“Determinants of Artificial Intelligence Adoption among Accounting Students: A Technology Acceptance Model Perspective.”
	

	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 clearly presents the purpose, method, sample, findings, and implications but could still be improved.

Brief mention of the main rejected and accepted hypotheses to highlight the core results.

A concluding sentence about the limitations and potential future research directions to provide a balanced view.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is well done and uses established theories like TAM. Its hypotheses are backed by earlier research, and SEM-PLS is a good method to test the relationships. The discussion and conclusions fit the results. However, some parts of the discussion, especially the repeated explanations of TAM, could be shortened to make it clearer.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are up-to-date and pertinent, with many published between 2021 and 2025. Adding one or two more international studies, especially on AI adoption in higher education (like systematic reviews or meta-analyses outside Indonesia), would improve the global relevance of the findings. The following references are suggested:

1. Bond, M., Khosravi, H., Laat, M. de , Bergdahl, N., Negrea, V., Oxley, E., Pham, P., Chong, S. W., & Siemens, G. (2024). A meta systematic review of artificial intelligence in higher education: a call for increased ethics, collaboration, and rigour. International Journal of Educational Technology in Higher Education, 21(1). https://doi.org/10.1186/s41239-023-00436-z

2. ‌ Shahzad, M. F., Xu, S., & Javed, I. (2024). ChatGPT awareness, acceptance, and adoption in higher education: the role of trust as a cornerstone. International Journal of Educational Technology in Higher Education, 21(1). https://doi.org/10.1186/s41239-024-00478-x

3. ‌ Strzelecki, A. (2023). Students’ Acceptance of ChatGPT in Higher Education: an Extended Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technology. Innovative Higher Education, 49, 223–245. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10755-023-09686-1

4. ‌ Strzelecki, A. (2023). Students’ Acceptance of ChatGPT in Higher Education: an Extended Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technology. Innovative Higher Education, 49, 223–245. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10755-023-09686-1
	

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


	The manuscript uses acceptable academic English but would benefit from minor edits to improve clarity and brevity. Some long sentences in the introduction and literature review could be shortened. There are also small grammar issues (e.g., “AI widely adopted” should be “AI is widely adopted”) and minor tense inconsistencies.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript’s contribution could be more explicitly stated at the end of the introduction to highlight its originality.

The conclusion would benefit from a stronger “practical implications” paragraph for curriculum designers and professional bodies in accounting education.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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