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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 addresses a topic of rapidly growing global importance: the ethical governance of artificial intelligence in education. AI adoption is expanding across schools, universities, and policy-making, yet ethical frameworks specifically tailored for education remain limited. The proposed Input–Process–Output (IPO) Ethical Framework provides a structured and practical method for integrating ethical considerations throughout the AI lifecycle. The work contributes meaningfully to ongoing scholarly discussions by offering an operational model that can guide policymakers, educators, and researchers in developing responsible and context-sensitive AI strategies. Its focus on the Southern African context further enriches the international discourse by highlighting perspectives from underrepresented regions.
	

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

	The topic is well captured, but the title contains grammatical issues and should be clearer. I recommend:
Suggested title:
“Ethical Artificial Intelligence in Education: A Southern African Input–Process–Output (IPO) Governance Framework”
This reflects both the regional focus and the core contribution 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.

	The abstract is generally comprehensive and provides a good overview of the manuscript’s motivation, thematic focus, and contribution. However, a few improvements are recommended:
· It is slightly long and could be more concise.
· Explicit mention of the gap in existing AI ethics frameworks for education would strengthen the justification.
· The IPO model is described, but the abstract should clearly state why this framework is needed and what problem it solves.
· Consider adding one sentence on potential applications or beneficiaries (e.g., policymakers, educators).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well structured. The literature review is wide-ranging and integrates international policy, ethical theories, and recent scholarly contributions. The argumentation is coherent, and the IPO Ethical Framework is clearly motivated and logically presented.
However, there are areas that may need refinement:
· Some sections contain repetition and could be condensed for clarity.
· A clearer distinction between general AI ethics and AI ethics specifically for education (AIED) would sharpen the contribution.
· The framework would benefit from at least one applied example or case study illustrating how policymakers or institutions might implement it.
· A few conceptual terms (e.g., consequentialism, deontology, virtue ethics) could be linked more directly to practical decision-making in AIED settings.
Overall, the scientific foundation is strong, but tightening the narrative would enhance impact.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are recent, relevant, and comprehensive. The manuscript draws heavily on UNESCO guidelines, international policy documents, and current academic discussions, which strengthens its credibility. To further reinforce the theoretical foundation, the following types of references may be considered:
· Recent 2023–2024 work on responsible AI governance frameworks beyond education.
· Studies on LLMs in educational contexts and risks related to annotation bias.
· Additional African-based AI policy or governance literature to deepen the regional focus.
Overall, the reference list is satisfactory and up-to-date.

	

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

	
The language is generally good, but the manuscript would benefit from careful proofreading for grammar, sentence structure, and flow. Some sections contain long paragraphs that can be divided for readability. Minor typographical errors and inconsistencies are also present. A professional language edit is recommended to ensure smooth and scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments

	  The manuscript offers a valuable contribution by proposing a clear ethical framework and situating it in a regional context.
  Adding diagrams or visual illustrations of the IPO Ethical Framework would improve clarity and readability.
  Consider including a short section comparing the IPO Framework with existing AI ethics frameworks (e.g., OECD, EU Trustworthy AI), highlighting its novelty.
  A concluding subsection on future research directions would strengthen the scholarly value.

	















	PART  2: 


	
	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)
No
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