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The article’s contribution to the discipline
The study's primary objectives were to determine university teachers' intuitions around universities' responsibilities to adopt new AI technologies, understand the conditions under which university teachers consider AI defensible, and specify teachers' self-reported knowledge of AI. The survey presented participants with one of three different cases related to first-generation students, an archetypical student, and students with a learning disability.
This article is a comprehensive and insightful exploration into the intersection of artificial intelligence (AI) and higher education.

Academic rigour and accuracy
The authors have utilised an experimental philosophy approach to investigate university teachers' relationships with emerging technologies, focusing on the uptake of AI in higher education practices. The study is based on an online survey distributed among 1773 teachers, with responses from 194 university teachers.
The findings of the study are quite revealing. In Case A and Case C, the respondents ranked to a higher degree that universities should use AI tools and systems to achieve equitable outcomes. However, the study also identified teachers' fears and scepticism about AI in higher education, concerns about fairness and responsibility, and lack of knowledge about AI and resources to engage with AI in teaching practices.
The study is uses rigorous methodology backed with statistical tests for reliability and validity. It focuses on a topic of growing importance and provides valuable insights into the perceptions and attitudes of university teachers towards AI, which could have significant implications for the integration of AI in higher education.

Style and structure
The article is well structured and includes all key elements in appropriate detail. The writing is clear and concise. The tone of the writing feels objective and neutral and is free from bias. The key words and abbreviations are consistent throughout the article. The sentences were found to be logically constructed and had a natural flow which made it easy to read.
Overall, this article provides a nuanced understanding of the challenges and opportunities presented by AI in the educational context and offers a roadmap for how universities can navigate this complex landscape.

