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	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.


	The manuscript presents a comprehensive and well-structured exploration of hybrid models in retail demand forecasting. It successfully integrates statistical methods (ARIMA, Prophet) with deep learning techniques (LSTM, GCNs), presenting a modular MLOps framework for real-time retail applications. The paper is timely and relevant, particularly given the increasing volatility of consumer behavior and the growing importance of explainable AI in operations.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is concise and accurately reflects the scope and methods discussed. No changes are needed.
	

	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 clearly summarizes the motivation, methods, key results, and significance. It may slightly benefit from separating sentences to improve readability, but technically it is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is technically sound and well-referenced. The modeling strategies, experimental setup, and validation methods are appropriate and state-of-the-art. Claims are supported by quantitative benchmarks.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are recent (2021–2025), relevant, and include both academic and industry sources. The paper demonstrates thorough engagement with the literature.


	

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


	Yes. The language is professional, technically precise, and fluent. Minor proofreading may improve clarity in a few long sentences, but overall it meets the standards of a scholarly journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The use of diagrams (e.g., MLOps pipeline, market size graphs) helps visualize concepts effectively.

· The modular breakdown into residual hybrids, ensemble methods, and hierarchical models is helpful for comparative analysis.

· Excellent application of CI/CD and CT principles to production-grade forecasting.

· The authors may consider summarizing the differences between the three hybrid classes in a comparative table for visual clarity.
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