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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 significant topic: how university students in China perceive and prefer to engage with AI-driven tools for English learning. It contributes to both applied linguistics and educational technology by empirically grounding student-centric AI-enhanced language pedagogy. As global AI adoption in education increases, such context-specific evidence is highly valuable. The focus on student voices, combined with practical pedagogical implications, makes the chapter relevant for international educators and policy developers.

	

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

	Yes, the title is clear, descriptive, and appropriately reflects the study’s scope.
No changes 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.

	Needs minor expansion.
While the abstract outlines the study’s aim, methods, and findings, it lacks specific data points or percentages that illustrate key findings. Additionally, mention of sample size and methodology (e.g., survey + interviews) would increase clarity.
Suggestion: Add 1–2 sentences summarizing key quantitative findings (e.g., “Over 70% of participants reported a preference for voice-based AI tools over text-based ones…”) and mention the mixed-methods design.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the research methods are sound, and the data interpretation is appropriate. The study uses a mixed-methods approach, triangulating survey results with qualitative data from open-ended responses.
Minor Issue: The rationale for selecting the sample size and the limitations section could be more explicitly discussed.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Partially.
Most references are relevant and well-integrated. However, more citations from 2023–2025 would strengthen the literature base, especially on generative AI in language learning (e.g., ChatGPT, AI tutors).
Suggestion: Include 1–2 recent papers from 2023–2025 on AI-driven English learning platforms, especially those assessing student perceptions in East Asian or EFL contexts.

	

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

	
Yes. The manuscript is well written and clear, with only a few grammatical or syntactic issues. Scholarly tone is maintained throughout.
Optional: Sentences in the discussion section could be tightened for conciseness.




	

	Optional/General comments

	
  Consider discussing the dimensions of using AI tools for student learning, especially regarding data privacy and personalization.
  Add more detailed explanation of AI tools used by participants—are they using ChatGPT, Grammarly, voice bots, or institutional platforms?



	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)
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