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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 manuscript is crucial for the scientific community as it explores the integration of generative AI in college English writing instruction, addressing persistent challenges like large class sizes and delayed feedback in a timely manner amid the rapid advancement of AI technologies. It contributes to the growing body of literature on AI-enhanced pedagogy by proposing a human-machine collaboration model that fosters critical thinking and independent learning, particularly in second-language contexts, with potential applications beyond China to global ESL/EFL settings. Furthermore, it highlights ethical considerations such as academic integrity and over-reliance on AI, providing a balanced perspective that can inform policy and practice in digital education transformation. Overall, the opinion piece advances discussions on technology integration theory, offering practical strategies that align with contemporary educational goals like cultivating comprehensive language abilities and innovative thinking.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it clearly conveys the focus on enhancing writing experiences via AI for both teachers and learners. However, it could be refined for conciseness and specificity. Suggested alternative title: "Enhancing College English Writing Instruction: Leveraging Generative AI for Teacher-Learner Collaboration."
	

	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, effectively summarizing challenges, AI applications, benefits, and the shift to collaborative paradigms. It covers key findings and implications succinctly. Suggestions: Add a brief mention of specific AI tools (e.g., ChatGPT, Grammarly) referenced in the manuscript for concrete examples; delete or condense the repetitive phrasing on "teaching and learning process in writing" to avoid redundancy and improve flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As an opinion article, the manuscript is scientifically sound, grounded in Educational Technology Integration Theory and supported by logical arguments on AI's role in writing processes. It accurately identifies challenges like class size and feedback delays, proposing AI solutions that align with established pedagogical principles, such as personalized learning and critical thinking development. However, it lacks empirical data from original studies, relying on cited practices from Chinese universities, which limits generalizability; claims about AI's transformative potential could be tempered with more evidence of limitations (e.g., AI biases). Overall, the conceptual framework is coherent and relevant, but strengthening with quantitative insights would enhance rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent, primarily from 2024, focusing on AI in English teaching with a strong emphasis on Chinese contexts, which supports the manuscript's focus. They effectively integrate theory (e.g., SAMR model) and practical applications. Suggested additional references:

Khany, R., & Barzan, P. (2025). Leveraging AI-Powered Writing Assistants to Enhance L2 Writing Proficiency: A Mixed-Methods Study. AI and Tech in Behavioral and Social Sciences, 3(4), 1-14. https://journals.kmanpub.com/index.php/aitechbesosci/article/view/4287
Abduljawad, S. A. (2024). Investigating the impact of ChatGPT as an AI tool on ESL writing: Prospects and challenges in Saudi Arabian higher education. International Journal of Computer-Assisted Language Learning and Teaching, 14(1), 1-19. https://doi.org/10.4018/IJCALLT.367276
Aliakbari, M., Barzan, P., & Sayyadi, M. (2025). Automated feedback vs. human feedback: A study on AI-driven language assessment. AI and Tech in Behavioral and Social Sciences, 3(2), 113-126. https://doi.org/10.61838/kman.aitech.3.2.9
Gozali, I., Wijaya, A., Lie, A., Cahyono, B., & Suryati, N. (2024). Leveraging the potential of ChatGPT as an automated writing evaluation (awe) tool: students' feedback literacy development and awe tools integration framework. The Jalt Call Journal, 20(1), 1-22. https://doi.org/10.29140/jaltcall.v20n1.1200
Kong, S., Lee, J., & Tsang, O. (2024). A pedagogical design for self-regulated learning in academic writing using text-based generative artificial intelligence tools: 6-p pedagogy of plan, prompt, preview, produce, peer-review, portfolio-tracking. Research and Practice in Technology Enhanced Learning, 19, 30. https://doi.org/10.58459/rptel.2024.19030
	

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


	The language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communications, with clear structure and academic tone. However, there are minor issues including grammatical errors (e.g., "maximize of students’ development" should be "maximization of students’ development"), awkward phrasing (e.g., "realizing a new human-machine collaboration teaching paradigm" could be streamlined), and inconsistencies in tense (e.g., mixing present and past). These do not severely impede understanding but suggest a need for proofreading to enhance precision and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This opinion article provides insightful, practical recommendations for AI integration in writing instruction, with a strong focus on balancing technology with human elements. Strengths include its forward-looking section on future developments like VR. However, incorporating more diverse international perspectives (beyond China) would broaden applicability. Additionally, a dedicated subsection on potential AI biases or equity issues in access could add depth. The manuscript has strong potential for influencing educational practice with minor refinements.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are apparent in the manuscript. It appropriately discusses AI-related ethics, such as academic integrity and over-reliance, and promotes responsible use
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