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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 is valuable to the scientific and educational community as it highlights the urgent need to enhance digital competencies among youth to meet the demands of AI-driven societies. From identifying systemic barriers and creating an action framework, the manuscript serves policymakers, educators, and institutional leadership strategically. Needless to say, such a manuscript would, in effect, contribute to the growth of literature around AI in education, digital ethics, and the concept of future-ready skill development: an important reference for those interested in educational amendments and digital equity.
	

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

	
Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content and objectives of the manuscript.
	

	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 informative and captures the major challenges, proposed strategies, and import of the subject at hand.

Suggestion: Going a step further and stating the methodology (even if conceptual or literature-based) would be useful for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. The manuscript has a well-conceptualized structure with discussions grounded in both policy documentation and up to date scholarly source references. There is logical flow and continuity with respect to theoretical rationale.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes. The manuscript provides a broad range of sources, specifically recent scholarship and policy documents pertaining to the work of organizations since 2023 to 2025 and, global organizations previously used. 
Sugetion: can strengthen it further, evidence in the way of empirical studies that demonstrate practices related to digital literacy interventions for universities could provide a layer of provenance.
	

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

	
The English is scholarly and generally been clear but there are a few paragraphs that could be simplified slightly to facilitate reader access and understanding.



	

	Optional/General comments

	· To elevate international significance, the manuscript should endeavor to leverage additional global comparative perspectives, notably from non-Chinese educational systems. 
· Once the manuscript has been finalized and subjected to revisions, I highly recommend a visual model or framework diagram that succinctly describes the pathway to cultivation. This would greatly enhance applicability and readability. 
· Very good articulation of the ideological-political implications. More empirical validity with respect to the solutions being proposed would help substantiate claims even further.
The paper has merit, both in conceptual richness and how the author utilized a variety of technical means to present the work. Overall, I think there could be minor improvements (e.g. adding a framework figure, clarifying aspects of the abstract structure, and reducing some unnecessary language in more dense portions) that could add more clarity and impact to the work overall.
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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? 
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