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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.


	The manuscript addresses a timely and significant issue concerning the rapid integration of artificial intelligence in higher education. While AI-driven personalization offers many benefits, the paper highlights important ethical and practical challenges such as algorithmic bias, privacy risks, reduced human interaction, and unequal access to technology. By synthesizing existing literature on these concerns, the study contributes to the growing discourse on responsible AI adoption in educational environments. The review is valuable for educators, policymakers, and researchers seeking to ensure equitable and ethical implementation of AI technologies in higher education systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title clearly reflects the central theme of the study and accurately represents the focus on ethical and practical challenges associated with AI-driven personalization in higher 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 generally summarizes the objective, methodology, and findings of the study. However, minor improvements could enhance clarity and academic precision.

Suggestions:

1. Clearly state the number or type of studies reviewed in the literature review process.

2. Improve sentence structure for better readability.

3. Briefly mention the four thematic areas examined in the review.

Overall, the abstract is informative but could benefit from minor language editing.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and based on relevant literature related to AI in higher education. The review appropriately identifies four major challenges:

· Data privacy concerns

· Algorithmic bias

· Reduced human interaction

· Inequitable access to AI technologies

The arguments are supported by relevant studies and citations. However, the manuscript would benefit from:

· Clearer explanation of the methodology used for selecting literature (e.g., databases, keywords, time frame).

· Better integration of figures and tables within the text.

· Minor improvement in the logical flow between sections.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally adequate and include several recent publications (2023–2025). The manuscript cites relevant studies in AI, education technology, and ethics.

However, the authors may consider including additional systematic reviews or policy-oriented research on AI ethics in education to strengthen the theoretical grounding.


	

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


	The overall language is understandable but requires minor grammatical editing and proofreading. Some sentences are long or repetitive, and certain sections contain grammatical inconsistencies.

Examples of issues:

· Verb agreement errors

· Repetition of phrases

· Minor formatting inconsistencies

A professional language edit would significantly improve readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript presents an important review of ethical challenges in AI-driven personalization in education.

2. The inclusion of tables summarizing drawbacks and bias studies strengthens the manuscript.

3. Some sections (especially Background and Methodology) could be condensed to avoid repetition.

4. Figures should include clearer captions and references within the text.

5. The methodology section should specify the review strategy, inclusion criteria, and literature sources.

6. Overall, the study is relevant and publishable with minor revisions.

The manuscript addresses an important topic and provides a meaningful synthesis of literature on AI-driven personalization in higher education. With minor improvements in language, methodology clarification, and structural refinement, the article can make a valuable contribution to research on ethical AI in education.


	


	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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