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	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 presents a relevant and timely study exploring how Artificial Intelligence (AI) can be integrated into the sustainable supply chains of ethical fashion brands, especially SMEs. The work fills a crucial research gap by showcasing a real-world case study and demonstrating measurable outcomes like a 30% reduction in overproduction and over 95% supplier compliance. The insights generated are valuable to both academic research and fashion industry practitioners focused on sustainability, transparency, and operational efficiency.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the core subject of the paper. Optionally, it can be refined for indexing precision:
Suggested Alternative: “Integrating AI for Sustainable Supply Chain Optimization in Ethical Fashion: A Case Study”
	

	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 good summary of the study, but it should be slightly improved. It is recommended to clarify the methodology (qualitative case study), and highlight the quantitative outcomes (e.g., 30% overproduction reduction) more prominently. Minor grammatical polishing is also needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design is appropriate, methodology well-defined, and conclusions supported by data. The mixed-methods approach is well implemented and strengthens the reliability of the findings. However, the use of terms like “Gestalt coding” in qualitative analysis should be clarified or replaced with more conventional terminology (e.g., thematic coding).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are recent and relevant. However, three references cited in the text—Büyüközkan & Göçer (2018), Kotter (1996), and Westerman et al. (2014)—are missing from the reference list and must be added. Additionally, a few entries in the reference list (e.g., PwC, Taplin) are not cited in the body and should be cited or removed. Proper citation-referencing alignment is essential for scholarly integrity.


	

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


	The manuscript is generally readable, but several grammatical and sentence-structure issues are present. The authors are advised to use professional English proofreading to improve fluency, tense consistency, and punctuation. Academic tone should be further refined for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper offers meaningful insights into the application of AI in ethical fashion supply chains. It is scientifically solid, practical, and aligns with current research needs. However, minor revisions are necessary in terms of language quality, complete referencing, and slight clarification in the abstract and methodology sections. Once these are addressed, the manuscript is suitable for publication.
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