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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 holds significance for the scientific community as it presents an adaptive and efficient solution for compensating weighing errors in industrial cement batching systems. By applying an iterative learning control (ILC) strategy, it enables high-precision control without relying on complex system modeling. The approach contributes to the advancement of robust control algorithms in process automation, with direct implications for improving material quality and production reliability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title of the paper is appropriate as it clearly reflects the applied method and the specific technical problem. It is linguistically precise, technically relevant, and aligned with the content of the manuscript, meeting the standards of scientific publications.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly presents the research objective, applied method, and key results. However, I recommend slightly reducing the level of technical detail (e.g., specific weight ranges, iteration counts), which are better suited for the main body of the paper. It would also be beneficial to add one sentence highlighting the practical applicability of the method in industrial settings, as well as emphasizing the innovative aspect of the approach, particularly its independence from precise system modeling. These adjustments would make the abstract more concise and informative for a broader scientific audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically consistent. It clearly defines the technical problem, applies a structured control strategy based on iterative learning control, and supports its claims through mathematical modeling and simulation. The convergence analysis, parameter selection, and comparison with classical methods are logically presented and aligned with engineering principles. The obtained results are quantitatively validated and consistent with the research objectives, demonstrating both theoretical soundness and practical relevance of the proposed approach.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant and cover key sources related to iterative learning control and industrial automation. However, I recommend including several more recent publications from the past 3–5 years that focus on the application of ILC algorithms in process industries or material dosing systems. This would enhance the currency and bibliometric strength of the manuscript. Additionally, incorporating at least one review paper summarizing contemporary approaches to adaptive control in industrial environments would be beneficial.
	

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

	The English language used in the manuscript is clear and appropriate for scholarly communication. The terminology is accurate, expressions are grammatically correct, and the style aligns with academic standards. A final proofreading could further enhance clarity and fluency.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript addresses a technically relevant problem in an innovative way, with a clearly defined methodology and quantitatively validated results. The structure is logical, and the writing style generally meets academic standards. With minor improvements in language and referencing, the paper has strong potential for publication in a technical journal.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	There are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript.
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