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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 "The Role Change and Coping Strategies of College Teachers in the Era of Artificial Intelligence" is interesting because it examines how the integration of AI is rapidly changing education. It provides a unique window into how college teachers are adjusting to changing teaching paradigms, such as multi-teacher models and human-computer collaboration, demonstrating their flexibility and tenacity. The use of role dilemmas, exponential growth of AI,  and coping strategies as central themes is enlightening because it emphasizes that professional reinvention, mental agility, and mindset are more important for effective teaching in the digital age than simply delivering content. This piece documents the life-changing experience of educators. It serves as a reminder to readers that human labor is what keeps us connected and meaningful in a technologically advanced world.

	

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

	Yes
	

	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 clear and covers the main points well, but it could be better by:

1. Adding the methodology to show how the conclusions were reached.
2. Telling people why the study is important, like how it could help schools or teachers.
3. Making some parts shorter, like the list of  different themes, so that they are easier to read.
4. Finish with a strong sentence that explains why this research is important for the future of education.
5. These little changes can help the abstract work better and be easier to understand.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, based on the parts given, the manuscript seems to be scientifically sound and makes sense conceptually. It talks about a current issue, the changing role of college teachers in the age of AI and backs up its claims with relevant research, careful analysis, and a clear presentation of how roles are changing and what this means for teaching.

The talks are based on academic reasoning and show that the author have a good grasp of current issues and trends in education. However, to truly understand its scientific soundness, it would be necessary to examine the research methods, the data analysis process, and the reasoning behind the conclusions. 

If those parts follow the rules for research, the manuscript is not only correct, but it also adds something important to the academic conversation about using AI in education.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes. The majority of the recent and pertinent references used in the manuscript were published between 2020 and 2024. This period of time guarantees that the literature captures the most recent advancements in digital pedagogy, educational reform, and artificial intelligence. The manuscript's credibility is further enhanced by the inclusion of sources from scholarly publishers and high-impact journals (such as UNESCO, Elsevier, and Springer). The arguments in the manuscript are well supported by the adequate, and current references. The discussion could be expanded, and philosophical or policy-based aspects of AI's role in education could be covered by including a few more general or theoretical works.
	

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

	Yes. In general, the article's English/language are appropriate for academic discourse. For a research audience, the manuscript exhibits a formal tone, coherent arguments, and an understandable academic style. It adheres to academic standards for citation style and technical vocabulary.

Nonetheless, a few adjustments could enhance fluency and clarity:

1. To improve readability and avoid ambiguity, simplify long or complicated sentences.

2. Make sure that the verb tenses and terminology are consistent, especially when discussing changing roles in education and the Changing Role of College Teachers in the Age of Artificial Intelligence.

3. Look for small grammatical errors or strange wording that could be fixed with a little flow editing.

4. With only a few minor edits needed for polish, the article is generally well-written and satisfies the requirements of academic discourse.

	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript offers a thoughtful and topical examination of how college teachers' roles are changing in the age of artificial intelligence. The study fills a critical gap in the field of educational research by concentrating on role transformation, pedagogical adaptation, and strategic responses to AI integration. The arguments make sense, are backed up by current research, and have important ramifications for future study, institutional reform, and policy. With a few minor edits to improve coherence, simplify language, and increase methodological clarity, the manuscript has a great chance of contributing significantly and permanently to the body of knowledge on the digital transformation of higher education.
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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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