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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 is important for people working in material handling and logistics. It talks about the previous works on telescopic conveyors. a system that’s becoming essential in automated warehouses and smart factories. With industries moving toward efficiency and safety. It's also useful for anyone who is planning to design smarter, safer, and more sustainable conveyor systems.
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	The title, “Telescopic Conveyor System – A Review,” is ok
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	The abstract explains the main idea, but it’s little repetitive. 

Avoided repeating “extend and retract” several times. Mentioned key areas needing improvement (e.g., AI integration or sustainability) instead of waiting until the end of the paper to bring that up.
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	The paper is technically sound as a literature review. It accurately reflects the work of others and explains the design principles and use cases of telescopic conveyors.
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