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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 has significance for the scientific community because it advances research insight into the way risk mitigation by AI can improve the resilience of global supply chains, which is an important factor of US competitiveness. With its combination of data analytics, machine learning, and risk modeling, it represents a framework of high interdisciplinarity that can close gaps between supply chain management, AI, and risk research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, by and large, the title “AI-Driven Risk Mitigation in Global Supply Chains: Building Resilience for U.S. Competitiveness” is acceptable. It is relevant, contemporary, and captures nicely themes of AI, risk mitigation, supply chain resilience, as well as competitiveness, which is very relevant in academic as well as applied contexts.
	

	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.


	With the topic and positioning of your article in mind, the abstract is generally thorough but could be improved to better adhere to scientific publishing norms. It is suggested that a few key points be added to the abstract instead of taking information away.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific correctness will depend ultimately on clarity of methodological rigor, including well-set assumptions, adequate use of AI techniques, transparent sources of data-or conceptual modeling justifiedLogical support of conclusions. One should avoid giving too broad a treatment to any causal claims, describe the AI models at a level that enables their reproducibility, and clearly state the limitations. If these elements are appropriately addressed, then the manuscript should be considered scientifically correct and academically credible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references have to be evaluated not just on the criterion of sufficiency of the literature but also on the criterion of recency, especially given the rapid pace at which new work on AI and the risk of the supply chain is progressing. With that said, here is my analysis of current hot topics and publications that have been happening lately.

The problem here is that if most citations within your manuscript are prior to 2023., this may not be recent enough, especially in light of recent research in 2024-2026 regarding applications in AI within supply chain resilience. There have been recent studies within disciplines such as engineering and data science regarding empirical research and advanced frameworks.
	

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


	the language and English quality of the article appear to be generally suitable for scholarly communication, particularly in terms of vocabulary, tone, and subject-matter familiarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	OVER ALL GOOD ARTICLES ,HOWEVER NEED TO CHANGES FEW MORE GHRAPICS BASED PON CURRENT SUITUION OF AI in US markrt 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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