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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 article significantly advances the scientific community by tackling a pressing topic: the development of digital literacy among college students in the age of AI. This study offers a thorough framework for providing the next generation the skills they need to prosper in a society dominated by technology. In addition to that, it offers current issues such as unequal resource distribution, inadequate training for teachers, and ethical dilemmas along with solutions based upon national development strategy and
education theory. Policymakers, educators and reserachers who seek to align higher education with the AI demands might find it very helpful.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 generally comprehensive; however, it would have been better if the author(s) had expanded the problem statement, and concluded with a sentence about the significance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the article appears to be scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the article is grounded in up-to-date research and sufficient.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	I think the language quality in mostly suitable but there is room for refinement. For example, some sentences are too long which may affect readability, and transitional words could be improved for a better flow. Therefore, the article would benefit from proofreading to enhance clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments
	
The article is well-organized, offering a comprehensive review of recent challenges and providing practical solutions. To further improve the manuscript, I suggest the following: (a) refine the abstract by clearly stating the problem, and (b) undergo proofreading to enhance clarity and readability.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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