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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 aptly discusses an important issue relating with the use of artificial intelligence in education and its impact on teacher professionalism. As AI tools are becoming more common in schools and universities, it is necessary to understand how they are changing teachers’ roles, skills, and professional identity. The study provides a useful overview of recent research and helps teacher educators, researchers, and policymakers understand both the benefits and challenges of AI in teaching. Overall, the manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to current discussions about improving teacher education in the digital age.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is clear and suitable. It accurately reflects the main focus of the study, which is the relationship between artificial intelligence, teacher professionalism, and teacher education. The wording is appropriate for a review-based and conceptual paper. No change to the title is necessary.
	

	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 clearly explains the purpose, method, key findings, and recommendations of the study. It gives the reader a good overview of how AI is influencing teacher roles and professional skills. However, the abstract contains some long and complex sentences that may be difficult for some readers to follow. The abstract would improve if the sentences were shortened and simplified to make the ideas clearer and easier to understand.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well organized. The use of a systematic literature review and thematic analysis is appropriate for the research aims. The authors clearly explain how studies were selected and analyzed, which increases the credibility of the findings. The discussion is logical and supported by relevant literature. Since the study is based on existing research, the conclusions are reasonable and do not make unsupported claims.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is strong and mostly up to date. Many of the cited studies were published between 2019 and 2025, which is suitable for a topic that is changing very quickly. The references are relevant and drawn from recognized journals and academic sources. To improve the study further, the authors may consider adding more examples from developing or low-resource contexts.
	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is generally appropriate for academic writing. The ideas are clearly expressed, and the tone is formal. However, some sentences are quite long and complex, which may affect readability. With minor language editing and sentence simplification, the clarity and flow of the manuscript can be further improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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