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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This paper is important because it focuses on a very relevant topic that how Artificial Intelligence can improve supply chain and inventory management. With today’s global disruptions, traditional methods often fall short, so the comparison of tree-based machine learning and sequence deep learning models is timely. The review highlights strengths, weaknesses, and gaps in existing studies and also points toward future directions like hybrid models and explainable AI. This makes the work useful not just for researchers, but also for industry professionals looking for practical, scalable solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is accurate and informative
	

	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 is clear and comprehensive. It explains the motivation, research gap, approach, and key findings. To make it stronger, the authors could briefly mention some real-world applications (like Amazon, Walmart, or Alibaba) and add a line about future research directions (hybrid models, explainable AI). This would give the reader a better sense of both the practical impact and the forward-looking contributions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The authors use a systematic methodology (PRISMA), review a wide range of studies, and compare models using standard performance metrics. The conclusions are consistent with the evidence presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and adequate, covering work from 2019–2025. They reflect a good balance of studies on ML, DL, and hybrid methods in supply chain contexts. One suggestion would be to include some newer works on federated learning and sustainability in supply chains, since these are growing areas that connect well with the paper’s future directions.
	

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


	The English is clear, professional, and suitable for scholarly publication. At times, some sentences are quite long; simplifying them could improve readability. Overall, the manuscript is well-written and communicates ideas effectively.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript includes comparative tables and flow diagrams, which are very helpful. However, a few figures (like Figure 2 and Figure 3) could use clearer captions and slightly more explanation in the text, so readers don’t have to guess their context.
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