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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 offers a helpful overview of telescopic conveyor systems, which are increasingly vital in logistics, manufacturing, and warehouse automation. It highlights technological trends, automation features, and optimization strategies relevant to industrial engineering and operations management. By addressing current limitations and proposing directions for future innovation, the paper supports academic and industrial stakeholders aiming to improve productivity, safety, and cost-efficiency in material handling.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 general overview but can be improved. It should briefly mention key points such as:

· Types of designs reviewed

· Importance of automation and energy efficiency

· Identified gaps and future trends


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is mostly scientifically accurate and synthesizes past research well. However, it lacks critical analysis or comparison between the systems described.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are extensive and cover foundational as well as recent work. The inclusion of newer references (e.g., 2023) is appreciated.
	

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


	The language is understandable, but the manuscript would benefit from minor grammatical corrections, sentence restructuring, and professional tone improvement to better align with academic standards.
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