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	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.


	The manuscript contributes significantly to the growing discussion on AI adoption in teacher education, specifically within the underexplored context of administration program pre-service teachers in Indonesia. The application of Confirmatory Composite Analysis (CCA) using PLS-SEM is methodologically strong and rarely used in this area, adding novelty and analytic rigor. This study also provides valuable empirical evidence for policy designers, curriculum developers, and institutions seeking to integrate AI into higher education. Its findings are relevant for the broader scientific community working in AI in education, instructional design, and technology acceptance research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable, but it contains wording issues and should be corrected for academic clarity.

Suggested revised title:

“Adoption of Artificial Intelligence among Pre-Service Administration Teachers in Indonesia: A Confirmatory Composite Analysis”

	

	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 comprehensive and includes aims, methodology, sample, analysis techniques, and results. However, it can be improved by:

· Adding the study's significance or implications in the final sentence.

· Reducing overly technical statistics to improve readability.

· Clarifying the sample


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and technically robust
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficiently recent and relevant (many from 2022–2025).

Suggestions for improvement:

· Ensure at least 30% references come from Scopus Q1/Q2 journals.

· Add more foundational works on CCA and PLS-SEM

· Make sure the entire DOI is written.


	

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


	The English quality is generally acceptable but requires minor editing
Recommended: Light professional proofreading.
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