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	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 emerging and relevant topic that bridges the domains of educational technology, veterinary science, and artificial intelligence. By employing Natural Language Processing (NLP) to assess the level of technological adoption in veterinary education, it introduces a novel methodological perspective to understanding digital transformation in higher education. The findings provide valuable insights for policymakers and educators in designing more effective, technology-enhanced learning environments. Moreover, it contributes to the global discourse on how data-driven analysis can inform the modernization of professional education systems in developing countries such as India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but slightly lengthy and descriptive.
	

	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 includes useful information about the aim, sample, and methodology, but it is overly detailed and lacks a clear structure. It should follow a logical flow of Purpose – Methods – Key Findings – Implications.

 Suggested improvements:

•
Condense the background and focus on using NLP.

•
Add key quantitative results (e.g., “68.4% of responses showed positive sentiment toward technological integration”).

•
Conclude with a clear statement of implications for veterinary education policy and practice.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a sound conceptual framework but requires stronger methodological clarity and analytical transparency. The use of NLP and topic modelling is appropriate, yet the description of the analytical process, data processing, and software parameters is insufficient. Tables and figures referred to in the text are missing, and the sampling rationale is not fully justified. Therefore, while the scientific direction is correct, the execution and reporting need substantial improvement before publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a reasonable number of references but relies heavily on older sources (2009–2018). It lacks recent literature (2021–2024) on AI, AR/VR, and NLP applications in education.

 Suggested additions:

•
Zawacki-Richter, O. et al. (2023). Artificial Intelligence in Higher Education: A Systematic Review of Research Trends and Gaps.

•
Knyazev, S. et al. (2022). Applications of NLP in Educational Research: Emerging Tools and Methods.

•
Parry, L. et al. (2022). AR/VR in Veterinary and Medical Education: Simulation for Competence Development.

Updating the reference list with such sources will strengthen the manuscript’s currency and international relevance.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires extensive language editing. Several sections contain literal translations and overly long sentences. Grammar, punctuation, and paragraph transitions need professional refinement to meet international scholarly standards. A careful proofreading by a native or academic English editor is recommended
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper introduces a promising and underexplored intersection between NLP and veterinary education. However, it requires major revisions to enhance methodological rigor, structure, and presentation. The author(s) should:

•
Clearly articulate research questions and objectives.

•
Include visuals (figures/tables) mentioned in the text.

•
Simplify lengthy sections, particularly in the introduction and conclusion.

•
Provide a concise, well-organized discussion that connects findings with global trends.

With these revisions, the study could make a valuable contribution to understanding how AI-driven analytical tools can support educational innovation in professional training contexts.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are evident in this manuscript. The study involves a survey of university students and does not include experiments on animals or humans that require ethical approval beyond institutional consent. However, the manuscript should clearly state whether formal ethical clearance was obtained from a university or research ethics committee. It is recommended to include a brief statement under the methodology section specifying the ethics approval number (if applicable) and confirming that participation was voluntary and anonymous.
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