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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 is important to the scientific community because it introduces the concept of Academic Large Language Models, offering a principled solution to longstanding concerns about hallucinations, citation reliability, and academic integrity in AI-generated content. By proposing a structured framework grounded in peer-reviewed data and academic governance, it provides a foundation for future research, policy development, and responsible AI integration in higher education.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is.
	

	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.


	Almost there. Briefly state the methodological approach and also streamline the implications more explicitly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically plausible and largely correct, but it is conceptual/theoretical rather than empirically validated. I suggest that you either improve empirical evaluation or include a more detailed operationalization of its framework and assumptions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites mostly recent and relevant sources (2023–2025), but it would benefit from including additional systematic reviews and empirical studies on LLM hallucination, factuality evaluation, and AI integration in higher education to strengthen its literature grounding.


	

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


	Generally, yes, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Generally, the manuscript is good. Just a few important improvements to make it better.
1. Revise the abstract to clearly distinguish general-purpose LLMs from Academic LLMs (A‑LLMs), briefly acknowledge feasibility challenges such as licensing and access to academic corpora, and simplify dense phrasing to enhance readability.
2. In the introduction, Frame the study explicitly as a conceptual framework, condense repeated discussion of hallucinations into a single statement, and briefly address practical constraints such as institutional access to proprietary academic databases.
3. In your methodology section, clarify literature selection criteria, describe how the review informed framework design, and emphasize that the study is conceptual/theoretical rather than empirical.
4. In your literature review, Define key terms early: e.g., verification, academic alignment, traceable citations and highlight empirical gaps that justify proposing the A-LLM Framework.
5. Your analytical summary table has terms not consistent with intext terms. Be consistent.
6. Your conclusion is too wordy. Keep it concise.

7. Ensure consistency in formatting your references and correct some of the references in the list (e.g., Hadi et al., 2024, Rayhan et al., 2023, Wang, H., 2025, Ahmad et al., 2022, Tagbo, S., 2025). These references appear to have duplicated statements within them.
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