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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.

	The dual effects of global crises (like COVID-19) and the quick development of artificial intelligence (AI) on higher education are two topics that are highly pertinent and timely in this manuscript. It offers insightful information about systemic change, especially in relation to digital equity, moral dilemmas, and pedagogical changes brought about by AI. Depth is added by discussing empirical data on the experiences of graduate students. It makes a significant addition to the current discussion about innovation and resilience in education.
	

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

	The title is suitable, broad enough to reflect the multiple facets (crises, AI, equity, ethics) explored in the manuscript. However, a more specific title such as "Navigating the Future of Higher Education: AI Integration and Global Crisis Resilience" could better capture the chapter's focus.
	

	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 thorough and skilfully addresses important topics, research constraints, and future directions. However, the balance would be strengthened by briefly mentioning the geographic restrictions (data centred on China). Transparency could be improved with a sentence about the sources of empirical data.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	With the proper citations and literature review, the manuscript is well-structured and scientifically sound. The arguments make sense and are well-supported. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	sufficient
	

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

	Yes
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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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