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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.


	The manuscript presents a timely and valuable investigation into how AI literacy promotion and concerns over AI-driven job replacement impact the job satisfaction of teachers in Wuhan, China. In the age of rapid technological adoption, especially in education, this topic is highly relevant. The study is strengthened by a clear conceptual framework, a robust methodology using SmartPLS, and the inclusion of AI self-efficacy as a mediating variable. The sample size of 392 teachers adds credibility to the findings, and the use of SEM provides clarity in examining the relationships between variables.

This work will be of significant interest to educators, policymakers, and researchers seeking to better understand how to support teaching professionals during AI-driven transitions. Its focus on AI self-efficacy also contributes meaningfully to the ongoing discourse on teacher preparedness and digital confidence in the workplace.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, descriptive, and accurately captures the scope and variables of the study. It does not require modification.
	

	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 summarizes the research well, outlining the problem, method, key findings, and implications. However, I suggest rephrasing the sentence “AI replacement work anxiety is associated with job satisfaction and AI self-efficacy in a significant negative and positive manner respectively” to make the distinction clearer. Consider briefly mentioning the statistical method (SmartPLS) and stating that qualitative methods are recommended for future research
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the research is methodologically sound. The hypotheses are well-founded, and the use of SEM is appropriate for the model being tested. The discussion is tied to relevant literature, and the findings are clearly stated and interpreted. One area for enhancement could be a brief analysis by demographic subgroups (e.g., age or experience level) to enrich the discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are relevant and include recent publications up to 2025. The authors have clearly made an effort to ground their study in contemporary literature.
	

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


	Yes, overall the language is appropriate. However, the manuscript would benefit from minor grammatical and syntactic polishing to improve clarity and flow. For example, there are occasional awkward phrasings and long sentences that could be broken down for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The theoretical and managerial implications are well-covered.

Consider emphasizing the practical implications a bit more clearly in the conclusion.

The visuals and tables are informative and aligned with the text.

The paper could benefit from an appendix showing the survey instrument or key items from the scale, even if briefly.

The manuscript is of good quality and presents an important topic. It only requires minor language and clarity improvements to reach publishable standards.

The manuscript is well-organized and contributes meaningfully to the field of education and AI studies. Minor edits for clarity and expression are recommended before final publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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