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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 (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 critical and timely topic: the use of AI and machine learning for third-party risk management in U.S. supply chains. The work synthesizes a decade of peer-reviewed research, highlighting how advanced analytics can improve risk scoring, resilience, and regulatory compliance. Its focus on multi-source data integration, model governance, and explainability is especially relevant given recent disruptions and increasing regulatory scrutiny. The recommendations for future research such as open benchmarks, causal designs, and drift-aware pipelines provide a clear roadmap for advancing both academic and practical understanding in this field. Overall, the manuscript offers substantial value to researchers, practitioners, and policymakers interested in supply chain risk analytics and AI governance.
	

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

	
Yes, the title reflects the scope and content 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 comprehensive, summarizing the motivation, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. It covers the breadth of risk domains (cyber, financial, operational, ESG), the role of AI/ML, and the challenges of calibration, multi-tier visibility, and governance. Mentioning the specific sectors reviewed would explain the scope better.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct as it employs a systemic review methodology. The recommendations are well justified and actionable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, with references from 2015 until 2025, it is a comprehensive set of references
	

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

	It is clear with all the technical terms being defined well
	

	Optional/General comments

	
	











	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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