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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 of significant importance to the scientific and defense education community. It addresses a critical and emerging challenge—how U.S. military education systems can adapt to the agentic AI era through structured reskilling and workforce development. The paper bridges the gap between AI technological advancement and human capital readiness, presenting an actionable framework for AI literacy, operational competence, and strategic leadership. Such a comprehensive educational transformation framework is timely and valuable for both policy makers and defense institutions seeking to modernize their curricula in alignment with evolving AI capabilities.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is concise, informative, and effectively conveys the scope of the paper. It accurately represents the study's focus on transforming military education for the agentic AI era.
Suggested alternative: “Reskilling the U.S. Military Workforce for the Agentic AI Era: A Framework for Educational Transformation.”


	

	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 is comprehensive and well-organized. It effectively summarizes the methodology, results, and conclusions. However, the final sentence noting that “all results are from cited literature” could be moved to the methodology or declaration section for better flow.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically and technically sound. It follows a logical flow supported by credible data and literature. The proposed framework is well-developed and validated through cross-references with recent defense and AI education studies.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are current and sufficient, with most sources from 2023–2025. The author demonstrates broad coverage of defense, AI ethics, and educational transformation literature.
Suggested additional references:

Scharre, P. (2023). Four Battlegrounds: Power in the Age of Artificial Intelligence. W. W. Norton & Company.

Cummings, M. L. (2024). Human-AI Teaming in Defense Operations: Challenges and Opportunities. RAND Corporation.


	

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


	Yes, the English language is clear, academic, and suitable for scholarly publication. Only minor grammatical refinements could further improve fluency.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is comprehensive, well-structured, and contributes meaningfully to the academic and policy discourse on AI-driven military education reform. Figures referenced (Figures 1–7) should be included to enhance visual clarity. Integrating theoretical grounding from educational science (e.g., experiential learning or Bloom’s taxonomy) would strengthen the framework’s academic depth. Overall, it is a strong and well-prepared submission.
The manuscript is scientifically robust, methodologically consistent, and contributes significantly to the literature on AI-driven military education reform. Only small improvements (figure inclusion, citation consistency, and minor stylistic refinements) are required before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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