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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 article explores how accounting students perceive and adopt Artificial Intelligence (AI), using the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM). It highlights the key roles of perceived usefulness, social influence, and attitudes in shaping AI adoption, while showing that ease of use and risk are less influential. The findings provides valuable insights for educators and policymakers to design curricula, training, and strategies to prepare future accountants for digital transformation in the AI era.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, It is suitable
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive but the language in paper and abstract do not match. The introductory part in abstract is small. A line on the importance of this research is expected.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Ok
	

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


	Needs improvement. Eh page 2 second para, first lime. There are many to be corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The introduction is a bit long and dense. Breaking it into smaller subsections could be nice.
· The literature overlaps in many places. Please eliminate them. 

· The sampling method is stated as random sampling, but data were collected via convenience sampling on WhatsApp/Instagram. This is inconsistent—clarify the actual method

· Some results are explained in technical terms without enough interpretation for non-technical readers. Add plain-language summaries (e.g., “This means that usefulness influences adoption only through attitude, not directly”).
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