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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 is important for the scientific community as it addresses a timely and practical challenge in deploying machine learning systems in supply chain environments characterized by non-stationarity and operational uncertainty. By consolidating applied evidence and proposing a self-healing, drift-aware MLOps framework, the study bridges the gap between academic research and real-world implementation. The emphasis on reliability, governance, and recovery metrics adds strong practical relevance. Overall, the manuscript provides valuable insights for both researchers and practitioners working on robust and sustainable AI systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and accurately reflects the scope and contribution of the manuscript. It appropriately highlights self-healing machine learning, continual learning, drift-aware MLOps, and supply chain operations.
	

	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 comprehensive and well structured. It clearly presents the motivation, scope, methodology, and key contributions of the review. Only minor refinement may be considered to further emphasize practical implications, but no major additions or deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The review is well grounded in established literature, and the conceptual framework is logically developed. The authors appropriately position the work as a review and framework-based study and avoid overstated causal claims.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and up to date, with good coverage of recent literature alongside relevant foundational studies. The cited works adequately support the arguments and reflect current developments in machine learning, MLOps, and supply chain analytics.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally clear, well written, and easy to follow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-structured and timely review that makes a meaningful contribution. Minor revisions focusing on clarity and presentation would further strengthen the manuscript, but the core content is solid and relevant.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript.
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