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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of 4
the article.

It should be an analytical study of university students™ perspective

2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results. 4

Study objects and summary not clearly stated: abstract too wordy (expressed ideas
repeated)
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of
the article.

The title of the article, "Integrating Artificial Intelligence in a Morphology Course -
An Analytical Study from University Students' Perspectives,"” is straightforward and
appropriate to its content. The title appropriately describes the study's major
objective, which is the integration of artificial intelligence (Al) into a morphology




course. It also states that the study is undertaken from the standpoint of university
students. This title successfully communicates the subject content and scope of the
paper, giving readers a clear picture of what to expect from the study.

2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results.

Yes, the abstract of the document describes the objects, methods, and results.
Objects: As indicated in the abstract, this paper's objective is to ascertain how
English as a Foreign Language (EFL) students feel about artificial intelligence
(Al) being used in a morphology course at a Lebanese university.

The subjects of the study are EFL students and their thoughts on Al integration.
Methods: According to the abstract, the study used a mixed-method approach with
convenient participant sampling. It discusses the usage of an online survey with
both closed and open-ended questions, as well as two focus group conversations.
These strategies were used to collect data and quantify the participants'
perceptions.

Results: According to the abstract, the qualitative and quantitative data analyses
demonstrated that Lebanese EFL students have positive opinions regarding
incorporating Al into a morphology course. It also emphasizes the importance of
teaching teachers and students in how to successfully employ Al technologies. The
findings indicate that Al can be an effective teaching tool in EFL higher education
programs.

As a result, the abstract includes a brief explanation of the study's objectives (EFL
students), methodology (mixed-method design, online survey, focus group talks),
and findings (positive views, need for training).

3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this
article. (Some instances)

1-perceptions on (of) integrating Al in a morphology course, an o (Abstract)
2-Stament of the problem:

-at the LU Saida (Add an article)

-5« Branch in the southern campus (on)

Sample Selection
-sampling technique based on the (their) willingness to participate
-a foreign language (Capitalize the proper noun)

4. The study methods are explained clearly.

Yes, they are explained clearly.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors.

They are clear

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
supported by the content.

The summary and conclusions are true and solidly backed. Nonetheless, it would
be beneficial to offer more detailed suggestions in light of the study's conclusions.




7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate.

Please follow the latest version of APA referencing style

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed X

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject
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-There are a few spelling and grammar issues in the article. It is advised that you
proofread the entire document thoroughly and fix these mistakes.

-While the abstract provides a clear explanation of the objectives and methods, more
detailed information regarding the study design and data collection techniques should
be included in the article’s body.

- Think about giving more details regarding the study's shortcomings and prospective
implication for future investigation.
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