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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the
review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

The manuscript is important because it is a relevant topic that requires a proposal for
its application. Artificial intelligence is being implemented, requiring professionals to
have training for its proper use from their initial professional training.
It should be: Civic Curriculum in the Introduction to Artificial Intelligence (Al) course
It is not complete, it should refer to the effectiveness of the proposal and the
recommendations for the promotion of professional development and reform.
The sections are appropriate, however they are not well structured. There is no clear
argument. It is limited to describing the proposal, but it does not support it, there is no
evidence.
Requires compliance with the APA format:

e References do not appear.
There is no argument.
There is no justification or statement of the problem.
There is no background or support for the proposal.
The model of the proposal does not appear.
There is no conclusion of the proposal, but small summaries of each aspect
developed.
Requires increasing referrals.
Comments:
The length of the paragraphs must be uniform.
Revise the use of punctuation marks.
Avoid redundancy of words or phrases in the text.
If the acronym has been used, do not rewrite the word "Artificial Intelligence”
again.
0 Bibliography in APA format
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Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

| have identified redundancies in the use of language. You should use more technical
language.

Optional/General comments
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