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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.


	This manuscript is highly relevant to the scientific and defense education communities, as it addresses a significant and timely gap in equipping the U.S. military workforce for the age of agentic artificial intelligence (AI). By proposing a national framework for reskilling and educational reform, it effectively links technological advancements with the enhancement of human capabilities an area that is often overlooked in discussions about AI integration. The study compiles extensive literature and quantitative data to deliver actionable, evidence-based recommendations for curriculum design, faculty development, and resource allocation. Its multi-tiered educational model serves as a scalable and replicable blueprint for other national defense systems and civilian institutions that are facing similar challenges in adapting to AI.

In conclusion, this work contributes to ensuring that military and security organizations can responsibly and effectively utilize AI while maintaining ethical, strategic, and operational readiness.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested title:

Incorporating Agentic AI into Military Education: A Structure for Workforce Evolution
	

	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.


	Certainly, the abstract is extensive and effectively encapsulates the paper’s focus, methodologies, and findings. It clearly identifies the research issue, the urgent necessity to reform U.S. military education for the integration of agentic AI, and presents the proposed multi-tiered framework with supporting quantitative evidence. However, it can be refined for clarity, conciseness, and academic precision. I recommend adding a succinct statement regarding the research design, such as "utilizing a mixed-methods review of defence reports, case studies, and quantitative workforce data," to clarify the methodology. You might also want to highlight the paper’s originality by noting that it offers the first integrated educational framework specifically designed for agentic AI readiness in the U.S. military. Additionally, it would be beneficial to conclude the abstract with a more impactful statement that emphasizes its strategic and policy implications, for example: "This framework provides a model for future defence education reforms and serves as a guide for allied nations adapting to autonomous AI systems." At the same time, a few deletions are advisable: remove the unrelated sentence about "medical and financial burden" (which seems to have been left from another text), and condense overly detailed figures, such as the exact percentage breakdowns of resource allocation, into a simpler phrase like "balanced investment across technology, faculty, and curriculum design." These enhancements would render the abstract more focused, readable, and aligned, while preserving its depth and scholarly rigor.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Certainly, the manuscript is scientifically valid in its reasoning, framework, and evidence application. It illustrates a strong understanding of current AI trends, defense education systems, and workforce development models, and it appropriately synthesizes data, literature, and policy insights. However, a few components could be improved to increase its academic rigor and stylistic consistency with high-caliber scientific standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Indeed, the references cited in the manuscript are predominantly adequate, contemporary, and pertinent, particularly for a review article. They encompass a robust combination of academic, institutional, and policy sources from 2023 to 2025, which imparts both timeliness and credibility to the work. The incorporation of reputable sources such as Foreign Affairs, NDUPress, Belfer Center, and CIGI enhances its academic rigor.

Nevertheless, a few targeted additions could further improve the depth, balance, and international perspective of the reference list, especially in three specific domains: (1) agentic or autonomous AI theory, (2) military and defense education reform, and (3) ethical and governance frameworks for AI in defense.
	

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


	The English quality of the manuscript is academically sound and ready for publication with minimal editing. The tone is suitably professional, the grammar is accurate, and the argumentation is coherent. With slight stylistic enhancements, primarily focused on simplifying sentence structures, avoiding redundancy, correcting minor inconsistencies, and refining transitions, it will fully align with the expectations of international peer-reviewed journals in the domains of political science, defense studies, and AI policy.
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