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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 manuscript provides a timely and comprehensive analysis of how artificial intelligence can be leveraged to achieve high-quality development in China’s higher education system, aligning with national strategic goals and global educational transformations.
By systematically examining the connotation, challenges, and pathways of AI integration in education, it bridges theoretical discourse with actionable policy and institutional recommendations.
It addresses underexplored dimensions such as the digital divide, algorithmic bias, and ethical governance in the context of Chinese higher education, contributing original insights to international literature on AI in education.
While rooted in the Chinese context, the manuscript's findings and frameworks have broad applicability, offering valuable perspectives to global stakeholders on AI-driven educational reform and governance.

	

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

	Accurate and relevant.
	

	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 mostly comprehensive, but to improve its academic clarity and communicative strength, minor additions related to research purpose, structure, and significance would be beneficial.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its analysis, terminology, and use of sources. While it leans toward theoretical and strategic exposition, it is methodologically appropriate for its goals and audience.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are sufficient and mostly recent, incorporating relevant studies and policy documents published between 2020 and 2024.
	

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

	
Yes, the language and quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication, demonstrating a formal academic tone, clear organization, and appropriate use of technical terminology throughout the manuscript.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
Lacks empirical data or case studies, if possible, substantiate claims.
Could benefit from more global comparative perspectives.
Minor enhancements needed in abstract clarity and synthesis depth.
Accept with minor revision.
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	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? 
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