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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 for the scientific community because it advances the understanding of how artificial intelligence can be systematically integrated into supply chain risk management to achieve both resilience and competitiveness. By proposing a clear conceptual framework and grounding it in real-world U.S. industry examples, the study bridges the gap between theoretical research and practical implementation. It also extends existing literature by positioning AI-driven risk mitigation not only as an operational tool but as a strategic and national-level capability with implications for sustainability and economic security. The findings provide a foundation for future empirical research and interdisciplinary studies at the intersection of artificial intelligence, supply chain resilience, and strategic management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title 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 is largely comprehensive and well structured. It clearly states the problem context (global supply chain disruptions), identifies the research focus (AI-driven risk mitigation), outlines the methodological approach (conceptual framework supported by industry examples), and highlights the main contributions and implications for U.S. competitiveness. This makes the abstract informative and aligned with scholarly expectations.

However, a few minor refinements could further strengthen it:

· Clarify the nature of the study earlier by explicitly stating that the paper is conceptual and framework-based, supported by illustrative case examples rather than empirical testing. This will help manage reader expectations.

· Briefly mention the four-stage framework (risk identification, assessment, response, and continuous learning) in one concise phrase to emphasize the paper’s structural contribution.

· The final sentence could be slightly tightened by avoiding repetition of the “competitiveness” argument and instead emphasizing managerial and policy relevance more explicitly.

No major deletions are necessary. Overall, the abstract is strong, but these small additions would improve precision, transparency, and impact for an academic audience.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and conceptually correct. It is well aligned with established theories and current research in supply chain management, risk mitigation, and artificial intelligence, and it accurately reflects how AI techniques such as predictive analytics, machine learning, optimization, and IoT-enabled monitoring are applied in practice. The arguments are logically structured, the conceptual framework is consistent with prior resilience and dynamic capabilities literature, and the case examples (Amazon, UPS, Walmart) are appropriately used to illustrate real-world relevance rather than to overclaim causal proof.

While the study is primarily conceptual and illustrative (rather than empirical), this is clearly positioned and does not undermine its scientific validity. Overall, the manuscript meets academic standards in terms of theoretical grounding, methodological transparency, and consistency with contemporary scientific knowledge in AI-driven supply chain research.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	es, the references are both sufficient and recent, with a strong concentration of studies published between 2022 and 2025, which is appropriate for a fast-evolving domain such as AI-driven supply chain management. The manuscript effectively draws from high-quality sources, including peer-reviewed journals (e.g., IEEE Access, International Journal of Production Economics, Strategic Management Journal), policy and industry reports (e.g., McKinsey, World Economic Forum, UNEP), and recent systematic literature reviews. This provides a solid and up-to-date scholarly foundation.
As optional enhancements, the authors may consider adding a few widely cited foundational or complementary works on supply chain resilience and AI, such as:

· Tang, C. S. (2006). Robust strategies for mitigating supply chain disruptions. International Journal of Logistics Research and Applications.

· Christopher, M., & Peck, H. (2004). Building the resilient supply chain. International Journal of Logistics Management.

· Ivanov, D., & Dolgui, A. (2020). Viability of intertwined supply networks. International Journal of Production Research.
These additions could further strengthen the theoretical grounding but are not strictly necessary for adequacy.

Language and English quality:
The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The arguments are clear, terminology is used consistently, and the overall structure supports academic readability. Minor grammatical issues and stylistic inconsistencies (e.g., occasional repetition, article usage, and phrasing) are present, but they do not affect comprehension or scientific meaning. A light professional copy-editing or language polishing pass would further enhance clarity and flow, especially for publication in a high-impact journal.


	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments
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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)

No
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