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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 paper has the  potential to significantly impact the human-robot interaction domain,  especially in the teleoperation of  hazardous environments like nuclear emergency handling. The experimental work provides t he first such model relating  eye fixation characteristics to operator competence,  firmly grounded in data and  well-analyzed.  The paper dives deep into how tweaking attention and  designing efficient training programs can bring about  uplift in the  telepractice performance. The  paper goes beyond anecdotal evidence and  addresses the gap in the  teleoperation literature where solid  examples of expert performance  being tracked via metrics  were missing.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is relevant and successfully reflects the study's main focus. However, it could be rephrased to provide slightly more clarity and ease of comprehension, such as:

"Enhancing Learning in Robotics Teleoperation: Understanding Competence Through Eye Fixation Data."

	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 very thorough and clearly identifies the research purpose, design, results, and conclusion. The relevant relationship between fixation time and competence is appropriately flagged.

Minor suggestion: A brief mention of the model formula and mention of training implications is another consideration that would have contributed to the abstract completeness for practitioners skimming for the contributions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is suitable for the research question; and the statistical analyses are reasonable. The eye-tracking data and the quantitative competence index are innovative approaches to the question, explained very well. The interpretations are supported by data and literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, generally the references appear to be adequate and consist of a mixture of foundational references and more recent studies (e.g., 2024 conference paper). Suggestion: Consider incorporating additional recent studies in eye-tracking and teleoperation learning in other domains from nuclear, to demonstrate more wider applicability (e.g., medical or industrial robotics domains).
	

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


	The language is generally clear, and suitable for academic communication. Nonetheless, some sentences are too long and convoluted, so clarifying by shortening these sentences is advisable. Some minor grammatical edits (e.g., tense consistency, punctuation) are advisable in order to improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The method is sound and it was good to include SEBE and the new metric for competence. The Figures provide information, but could benefit from clearer legends and better labels for interpretation independently. The consideration of data from pilots pre-training and post-training is a strength that enhances the position regarding the impact of training.
This is a quality study that was well done that has implications for the training of robotics teleoperators. It presents an original and scientifically validated measure of competence, and it distinctly relates the measure to visual information processing. Minor revisions of language and formatting will increase the readability of the report, but the scientific contribution stands clear and significant.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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