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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 holds significant value for the scientific community as it empirically investigates the behavioral and attitudinal dimensions of AI-assisted learning within a real-world educational context. By integrating constructs like usage intention, behavior, and satisfaction, it offers a nuanced understanding of user adoption patterns that are critical for designing effective AI learning environments. The study contributes to advancing theoretical models such as TAM and TPB in the context of intelligent educational systems, especially within underexplored cultural settings like China. Its findings provide actionable insights for educators, developers, and policymakers aiming to foster more inclusive, efficient, and user-centric AI applications in higher education.
	

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

	The current title "Integrating Artificial Intelligence into Learning: An Examination of User Intention, Behavior, and Satisfaction" is clear and relevant, reflecting the study’s focus on AI in education and the variables investigated (AIUI, AIUB, AIUS). 
	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive, but it can be enhanced by making a few specific improvements for clarity, completeness, and conciseness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its approach, design, and analysis. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references in the manuscript are largely sufficient and recent, supporting the theoretical framework and empirical analysis effectively. The cited works include high-quality peer-reviewed journal articles from 2020 to 2024, covering AI in education, user behavior modeling, technology acceptance, and satisfaction frameworks.

Suggestion of additional references 
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Chowdhury, R. H. (2024). Blockchain and AI: Driving the future of data security and business intelligence. WJARR, 23(01), 2559–2570. https://doi.org/10.30574/wjarr.2024.23.1.2273

Chowdhury, R. H. (2024). Harnessing Machine Learning in Business Analytics for Enhanced Decision-Making. WJAETS, 12(02), 674–683. https://doi.org/10.30574/wjaets.2024.12.2.0341 
	

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

	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in formal academic tone, with appropriate vocabulary and structured sentence construction. 




	

	Optional/General comments

	
Yes, the manuscript includes a reasonable number of references, and several are recent, particularly those that reflect advancements in artificial intelligence, user intention modeling, and technology adoption. 
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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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