Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_144682

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Bridging Education and Innovation: An Examination of Students Attitudes Toward Artificial Intelligence

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 an important and timely topic: postgraduate students’ attitudes toward AI, with a focus on agricultural education. Understanding students’ perceptions helps universities design curricula, hands-on training, and policy responses (e.g., AI literacy, ethics, employability). The work has practical value for higher-education curriculum planners in India and other LMIC settings where agriculture is critical and AI adoption is emerging. With improved methodological reporting and stronger linkage to contemporary literature/policy (NEP 2020, AI ethics guidance), the manuscript could inform both practice and further research on embedding AI in domain-specific higher education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Generally suitable — it is clear and captures the study’s theme.

	

	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 describes aims, sample, instruments and high-level findings, but it needs tightening and more precise reporting.
Specific suggestions:

· State the design clearly (survey / descriptive) 

· Provide key quantitative results (e.g., mean attitude score = 70.6, SD = 7.55; % favourable vs. unfavourable) rather than general statements like “predominantly positive”.

· The final sentence is repetitive; shorten and directly state the main implication for curriculum/skills development.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is of practical interest and the descriptive statistics presented are informative. However, there are important methodological and reporting weaknesses that must be addressed before publication.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list contains relevant recent (2022–2025) items, but several references lack complete bibliographic details and DOIs/URLs.
	

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


	Overall readable, but the manuscript needs copyediting for clarity, grammar, punctuation, and style. Some sentences are awkward or wordy; several places have inconsistent tense and punctuation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is timely and the dataset useful; with methodological strengthening 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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