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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 highly significant for the scientific community because it addresses one of the most pressing and complex legal challenges posed by the rise of generative AI: the attribution of liability for copyright infringement.

By systematically analyzing the roles of AI developers, service providers, and users, and proposing a strict liability framework for service providers, it offers a robust legal foundation to balance innovation with the protection of creators' rights.

This work not only fills a critical theoretical gap but also provides actionable guidance for future legislative and regulatory developments in AI governance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is conceptually fine and reflect the body of the article. Maybe it should be possible to avoid the duplicate words “infringing”/”infringement”, e.g.: “Determining the Infringing Subject and Allocating Liability in Copyright Violarion of AI-Generated Content”
	

	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. However, I recommend to a better explanation of this sentence: “Regarding the attribution principle applicable to AI service providers in copyright infringement cases, the paper argues that the fault-based liability principle faces significant challenges, and the presumed-fault principle contains many flaws” which is not enough clear
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some points are missing. In particular, chapter 6 dscribes the constrains of the strict liability application, but I don’t see the proposed framework clear description
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a thorough and timely exploration of copyright infringement issues arising from AI-generated content. It offers a well-structured analysis of the legal complexities involved in identifying infringing subjects and proposes a thoughtful framework centered on strict liability for AI service providers.
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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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