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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 a timely and important issue concerning the growing influence of artificial intelligence on teacher professionalism and teacher education. As AI technologies increasingly shape educational practices, a critical examination of their implications for teachers’ roles, identities, and professional competencies is highly relevant. The study contributes to ongoing discussions in education, humanities, and social sciences by highlighting the need to rethink teacher education frameworks in response to technological transformation. The paper is valuable for researchers, teacher educators, and policy makers interested in the future of teaching and learning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the core focus of the manuscript. It effectively captures the relationship between artificial intelligence, teacher professionalism, and teacher education.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the topic and scope of the manuscript. However, it could be strengthened by briefly highlighting the key arguments or conclusions regarding how teacher education should be restructured in response to AI. Including a concise statement on the implications or recommendations would improve clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically and conceptually sound. The arguments are logically structured and grounded in relevant educational and social science perspectives. The discussion appropriately engages with current debates on artificial intelligence and teacher professionalism. Minor improvements could be made by clarifying certain conceptual distinctions and strengthening links between sections for better coherence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are relevant and generally up to date. They reflect important work in the fields of artificial intelligence, education, and teacher professionalism. The inclusion of a few more recent empirical studies or policy reports on AI in teacher education could further strengthen the literature base.
	

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

	The language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is readable and clearly written. Minor grammatical and stylistic refinements may be required in some sections to improve clarity and flow, but these do not affect the overall quality of the work.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript presents a meaningful and reflective discussion on the future of teacher professionalism in the context of artificial intelligence. Strengthening the conclusion with clearer recommendations for teacher education programs and policy implications would enhance the overall contribution of the paper.
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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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