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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 an emerging and highly significant challenge in modern artificial intelligence systems: securing autonomous and agent-based AI architectures. As AI agents increasingly operate with higher levels of autonomy and interact with external tools, data sources, and digital infrastructures, the need for robust access control, identity management, and security frameworks becomes critical. By synthesizing current research and proposing structured approaches to managing trust, authorization, and risk in agentic environments, the study contributes valuable insights that can guide both researchers and practitioners in developing safer and more reliable AI systems. The findings and discussions presented in this work are particularly important for advancing secure AI deployment in cloud computing, enterprise automation, and distributed intelligent systems, thereby supporting the responsible evolution of next-generation AI technologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript appears generally appropriate for the scope and objectives of the study. It clearly reflects the central themes of the research and provides readers with an immediate understanding of the key focus of the work. The wording is sufficiently descriptive to attract the attention of researchers working in related areas and aligns well with the manuscript’s discussion of emerging challenges and solutions in the field.
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the manuscript and generally summarizes the research problem, objectives, and the broader context of the study. It successfully highlights the relevance of the topic and conveys the importance of addressing security and access control challenges in emerging AI agent environments. The abstract also reflects the main direction of the research and gives readers an initial understanding of the manuscript’s contribution to the field.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be generally scientifically sound and conceptually consistent with current research developments in the fields of artificial intelligence, cybersecurity, and access control systems. The discussion aligns well with existing literature on autonomous AI agents, identity management, and zero-trust security frameworks, and the arguments presented are supported by a broad and relevant set of references. The theoretical explanations and interpretations seem reasonable and are largely consistent with established concepts in AI security and distributed systems.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript appear to be both sufficient in number and relevant to the research topic. The bibliography covers a broad range of studies related to artificial intelligence agents, cybersecurity, access control mechanisms, and zero-trust architectures, which are all central to the subject of the manuscript. In addition, many of the cited works are recent publications from the past few years, indicating that the authors have made a clear effort to incorporate up-to-date research developments in this rapidly evolving field.
	

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


	The overall language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The authors present their ideas in a clear and structured manner, and the terminology used is appropriate for the academic context of artificial intelligence and cybersecurity research. The writing style is mostly formal and consistent with the conventions commonly expected in scientific publications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a highly timely and significant topic at the intersection of agentic AI, cybersecurity, and access control, offering a comprehensive synthesis of recent research and practical frameworks. Its focus on zero-trust architectures, LLM-based agents, and multi-agent security workflows makes it a valuable contribution to both academic research and applied practice. The manuscript is generally well-organized, progressing logically from theoretical foundations to applied frameworks and risk mitigation strategies, though the inclusion of summary tables or diagrams could further clarify complex technical relationships for readers less familiar with multi-agent systems. The literature review is extensive and up-to-date, covering a broad spectrum of AI, security, and cloud infrastructure research; a brief synthesis of key trends or recurring challenges in some sections could enhance readers’ understanding of the current state of the field. While largely conceptual, the manuscript would benefit from more concrete examples, case studies, or illustrative scenarios to strengthen the practical applicability of the proposed frameworks. The language is mostly clear and suitable for scholarly communication, although minor polishing and consistent technical terminology would further improve readability. Overall, this manuscript provides a timely, thorough, and well-supported examination of agentic AI security concerns, and with minor enhancements in clarity, practical illustration, and language, it has strong potential to make a significant impact on the scientific community.
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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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