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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 fills a vital research gap by profiling university students’ adoption and perception of AI-enhanced EFL tools in China. It contributes significantly to educational technology research by blending empirical evidence with practical recommendations. Its findings support tool personalization, AI-driven feedback mechanisms, and usability improvements, thereby offering actionable insights for future product development and pedagogy. Furthermore, the identification of distinct learner clusters offers strategic guidance
for targeted AI tool development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is accurate and appropriately reflects the scope and objectives of the study.
	

	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 clear and informative.
Minor suggestion: Trim repetitive phrases in the second half. Combine overlapping sentences regarding "tool popularity" and "improvement needs" for better readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is methodologically sound. The use of SPSS for descriptive statistics and clustering is appropriate and clearly explained. Results are presented with sufficient detail, and conclusions are logically drawn from the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the manuscript includes an extensive and up-to-date reference list, covering literature from 2019–2024.
	




	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Overall, yes. The manuscript is well-written and grammatically correct.
	

	Optional/General comments
	

· Figures and tables are informative but could benefit from more concise legends.

· Consider merging some overlapping clusters or summarizing their characteristics in a matrix for reader ease.
· Add a short paragraph in the conclusion about practical implications for policy makers or educational app designers.
This chapter provides a comprehensive and data-driven insight into how AI tools are perceived and used by Chinese university students for English language learning. Its relevance is heightened by the global push toward AI-integrated education and the particular importance of English proficiency in China. The use of clustering techniques (k-means) to identify user
segments adds a solid methodological contribution. It also sheds light on tool improvement needs—valuable for both developers and educators.
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	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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