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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 is important because it brings together a wide range of research on agentic AI and clearly explains why military education must evolve to meet future operational needs. By summarizing existing studies instead of introducing new experiments, it helps readers quickly understand where the real gaps are and what changes are most urgent. The paper also provides a practical framework that educators and decision-makers can actually apply, which makes it useful beyond theory. Overall, this work gives the community a well-organized reference point for improving training, guiding future studies, and preparing the workforce for human-AI teaming.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is suitable and gives a gist of the paper, which is very important from a readers perspective. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, The references are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	Yes, the language of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Some abbreviations have not been expanded, eg: DoD, PME, etc.

· It is appreciated that a sufficient number of pictorial representations have been included which makes it easier to understand the paper. 
· But the quality of the diagrams have to be improved. For example, in figure 2, the arrow mark strikes the content development text. The arrows are very confusing in the picture. Some fonts are so small and not readable in many pictures.  This causes serious confusion to a reader. 
· Some grammatical mistakes are observed: example, in section 3.7 stablishes instead of establishes.; in section 3.6 a space is to be added after the bracket., in section 3.9 ligned instead of aligned. 
· In table 3, two times the headings are specified. 

· Please check the bulletin points for section 7.2.2 and 7.2.3. Everything is numbered as 1.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No

	


Reviewer details:

Chinchu Joseph, Defence Institute of Advanced Technology, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


