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	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 contributes to the scientific study by showing how to combine machine learning with typical inventory control models for a real-time system that aids in making decisions. It pushes forward the area of predicting what inventory should be by using methods like stacking to make demand forecasts more correct, which then makes choices more reliable and saves money. The creation of a web application gives a good example of how this research can be used and makes it easier to put into use in jobs. In general, this work connects what is learned from models with tools used in the field, pushing for data-based plans in how supply chains are managed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Hybrid approach based on machine learning and predictive inventory management with continuous inventory tracking, implemented in a responsive web based decision making system," accurately reflects the content but could be made more concise and focused for better clarity and impact.

Suggested alternative title: "A Hybrid Machine Learning Framework for Real-Time Inventory Optimization in Web-Based Decision Support Systems"
This alternative emphasizes the core contributions - hybrid ML models, real-time application, and decision support - making it more concise and engaging for the scientific community.


	

	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 gives a good summary of the study's goals, methods, and results, focusing on how machine learning models are combined with standard inventory management in a web-based system. It gets across how new this combined method is and notes gains in prediction and planning.

To make it clearer, I advise these changes:

Suggestions:

1.  Name the exact machine learning models: Saying that Random Forest, Support Vector Machine, Gradient Boosting via Stacking are used is a start, but mentioning they are supervised learning models for demand forecasting would help.

2.  Say where the data came from: Adding a line stating that real or fake data was used would give some background.

3.  Stress what this means in practice: It mentions cutting costs, but pointing out how the system helps those in charge (like better response times or the user interface) might help.

4.  List how you measured things: Besides prediction, name the measurements used for validation (like R², MAE, and RMSE).

5.  Keep it short: Some sentences could be shorter without losing what’s important.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From the manuscript sections I read, the science seems correct and well-supported. The authors mix standard inventory models, like Wilson's EOQ, with machine learning methods like Support Vector Machines, Random Forests, and Gradient Boosting in a stacking setup. Their method sticks to common practices in operations research and machine learning, using model training, validation, and performance comparison with metrics like R², MAE, and RMSE.

The use of ensemble learning for forecasting demand and improving inventory is backed by existing work. The detailed talk about the algorithms, how they were used, and the validation results points to a careful method. Building a web application for use shows a good understanding of how to combine AI with decision-making systems.

Overall, the manuscript is solid in its method and validation. It uses known theoretical models, applies current machine learning techniques, and gives results that fit with current research in predictive inventory management.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are generally good, covering key works in inventory management and machine learning like Wilson's EOQ model and Breiman's Random Forests paper, along with current studies on ensemble learning and demand prediction. The inclusion of classic references supports the theory.

Still, some references could be more current, especially about machine learning and inventory management. Most references to ensemble learning demand prediction, or digital applications are from the early 2000s or 2010s, with only a small number from 2024.

I suggest adding these recent references:

1.  Deep Learning in Inventory Management:

*   Zhang, H.-W., &amp; W. Y.-R. (2024). Using machine learning to develop a stacking ensemble learning model for the CT radiomics classification of brain metastases. Scientific Reports. (Good example of recent ensemble applications.)

2.  Recent Advances in Demand Prediction:

*   Guo, D., &amp; Chen, Z. (2022). Deep learning for inventory demand prediction: A review. IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems.

3.  Modern Ensemble Methods and Application in Supply Chain:

*   Li, X., &amp; Wang, Y. (2023). Ensemble learning methods for supply chain risk prediction: A review. European Journal of Operational Research.

4.  AI in Inventory :

*   Makar, M., &amp; Kumar, S. (2023). Artificial Intelligence for Inventory and Supply Chain : State-of-the-Art and Future Directions. Computers &amp; Industrial Engineering.

Adding recent work on deep learning, newer ways of doing things, and digital inventory systems would make the manuscript stronger and timelier. In conclusion, the current references are a solid base, but adding more up-to-date studies would improve the manuscript and show that you're up to date on the newest progress.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language and English are mostly good for academic work. The words are right for scholars, and model and idea explanations are clear and well-organized.

Still, there are small grammar, typing, and format problems here and there. These include mixed-up punctuation, odd phrasing, and some sentence errors. Some sentences are long or hard to follow, so breaking them up could help people read them easier. Besides, math and reference formats could be more alike to fit academic rules.

Here's how to make it better:

1. Edit the language carefully to fix small grammar mistakes, make sentences clearer, and keep the words and formats the same.

2. Check the math formula formats to be sure they match scholarly rules like spacing and lining up.

3. Simplify some sentences to make them easier to read but keep the facts right.

In general, the language fits scholars, but fixing it with editing or a careful check would improve its clarity and professional look. This would bring it closer to scholarly rules for publishing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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