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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 important and timely issue regarding the reliability and academic use of Large Language Models in higher education. The proposed concept of Academic Large Language Models (A-LLMs) introduces a new direction for building AI systems trained on verified academic data rather than open internet sources. This idea is significant for improving academic integrity, research credibility, and responsible AI adoption in education. The proposed framework can guide future researchers, AI developers, and academic institutions in building trustworthy educational AI systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the core idea of the paper. It clearly indicates the focus on AI in education and the proposed Academic Large Language Model framework.
	

	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 well-structured. It clearly presents the problem, the research gap, the proposed solution, and the expected contribution.

Suggested improvements:

Add one short sentence indicating the expected practical impact (e.g., how universities can benefit from A-LLMs).

Slightly simplify long sentences for easier readability.

Optionally add a brief mention that the study is conceptual in nature, as the methodology is desktop research.

No major deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound at a conceptual level. The argument that data quality significantly influences LLM performance is valid and well-aligned with current AI research discussions. The proposed A-LLM framework is logically structured and relevant. However, since the study is conceptual, future empirical validation or case studies could further strengthen scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference base is generally adequate for a conceptual paper. However, adding a few recent references on:

· AI governance in education

· Responsible AI frameworks

· Dataset curation for LLMs

· would further strengthen the literature foundation.

Suggested additional references:

· UNESCO (2023) – Guidance on Generative AI in Education

· OpenAI / Anthropic technical or safety reports 

· Recent Scopus-indexed articles on AI ethics in higher education
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear and formal. Minor grammatical simplifications in long sentences could improve readability, but overall the manuscript meets academic language standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a timely and forward-looking conceptual study addressing an emerging challenge in higher education. The proposal of Academic Large Language Models is innovative and has strong potential academic and practical impact. The manuscript would benefit from a small illustrative use-case or implementation scenario to improve practical clarity. Overall, the paper is suitable for publication after minor revisions.
The manuscript presents an original and timely conceptual framework with strong relevance to higher education and responsible AI adoption. Minor improvements in sentence clarity and inclusion of a small implementation example would further strengthen the paper.
The manuscript presents an original and timely conceptual framework with strong relevance to higher education and responsible AI adoption. Minor improvements in sentence clarity and inclusion of a small implementation example would further strengthen the paper.
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