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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 article is of high importance in the scientific community. The authors do a fine job of introducing the problem teachers are faced with, in the advent of AI, and provides clarity on why the arrival of AI represents an opportunity and not a barrier to teacher effectiveness. They opine that, teachers can, with just a little focus and interest to learn AI, move from the traditional teaching methods were the teacher was all knowing and had to pour down knowledge on students to one which develops students into critical thinkers as students now have the opportunity to gain prior knowledge before entering a lesson. Evaluation systems also require change. 
	

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

	Yes, it is. 
	

	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 appropriate and introduces the reader vividly to what they will be reading in details inside the article. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, its is scientifically correct as it follows basic tenets of scientific writing. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are recent and somewhat sufficient. However, my suggestion wil be for the authors to add a few and have a minimum of 20 ariticles, why not 25 for such an interesting chapter.
	

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

	
The language or English is of high quality. In some cases, it is higher for an average English reader and might require such persons to use a lexicon.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Great article which responds to an intereting and current topic. 

the aurtors need to delete duplicate 3.4 and add a few references
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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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