Dear Editor and Reviewers,
We sincerely thank you for taking the time to carefully read our manuscript and for providing constructive feedback. We have revised the paper accordingly, and all changes have been highlighted in yellow in the revised manuscript. Below is our concise, point-by-point response.
Response to Reviewer 1
Reviewer’s comment: Please re-check consistency in capitalization of terms, figure/table captions, and in-text citations to fully comply with the journal style.
Our response: We have carefully standardized capitalization, terminology formatting, figure/table caption styles, and in-text citation formatting throughout the manuscript, following the journal guidelines.
Reviewer’s comment: The authors should add a short discussion of future research directions, such as empirical evaluation of TECTRA.
Our response: We have added a concise Future Research Directions paragraph in the Conclusion section, explicitly outlining potential empirical designs (e.g., pilot implementation, survey/assessment of faculty competencies, mixed-method evaluation of trust and adoption outcomes).
Reviewer’s comment: The reference list is large and includes some overlapping sources; please select key references to reduce duplication.
Our response: We reviewed the bibliography and removed/merged overlapping citations, prioritizing seminal and high-impact sources while preserving coverage of the most recent work. 
Response to Reviewer 2
Reviewer’s comment: Add clearer methodological notes (e.g., literature selection process, theoretical grounding steps).
Our response: We added a brief but explicit methodological description of the framework construction process, including how literature was identified/selected and how theoretical grounding informed pillar definitions and competency mapping. Revisions are highlighted in yellow
Reviewer’s comment: Consider adding small empirical examples or preliminary case studies to illustrate real-world applicability.
Our response: We incorporated brief illustrative examples (practice-oriented scenarios) to demonstrate how TECTRA can be applied in realistic institutional and classroom contexts. 
Reviewer’s comment: Include a short section on limitations of implementing TECTRA in institutions with limited AI resources.
Our response: We added a concise Limitations paragraph in the Conclusion section, addressing challenges such as infrastructure gaps, training capacity, policy readiness, and unequal access to AI tools, along with practical mitigation suggestions. Changes are highlighted in yellow.
Once again, we thank the Editor and both Reviewers for the valuable feedback. We believe these revisions have strengthened the manuscript’s clarity, methodological transparency, and practical relevance.
Sincerely,

