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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Reviewer Comments

1. Abstract and Title

The title is accurate and captures the scope of the work. The abstract gives a sufficient description of the goal, approach, and findings, especially the comparison of deterministic and stochastic models. Yet, it is overlong and includes background information that can be curtailed at the expense of emphasizing methods, case study, and key contributions.

2. Introduction

The introduction sets up the necessity for quality control and places the paper within the larger literature. It references traditional works and standards with sensitivity to the field. But it spends too much space on general quality management concepts prior to discussing stochastic programming. A more distinct connection to the research issue would improve clarity.

3. Literature Review

The literature review spans both stochastic and deterministic approaches with a very broad range of references, including classic works. The review is, however, descriptive rather than analytical and does not clearly emphasize the research gap. More critical contrast with recent literature would serve to determine the originality of this research.

4. Methodology
The research formulates a two-stage stochastic programming model with specified decision variables, constraints, and algorithmic steps. Assumptions are evident, and the model is consistent with supply chain realities. The equations, however, are described in words instead of formally shown, which impacts readability, and some variable definitions are not uniformly applied.

5. Results and Analysis

The computational experiments are comprehensive, with large data tables from a textile and apparel case study. The assessment of robustness via EVPI, VSS, VaR, and CVaR is correct. The presentation, though, is heavy, and the interpretation of results—specifically, the profitability vs robustness trade-off—requires more explicit articulation. Greater graphical representation would enhance the effect.

6. References

The list of references consists of classical as well as modern studies but lacks proper formatting. There are some lesser-relevant references to stochastic programming that may be substituted by newer supply chain optimization research studies. CURRENCY will enhance after updating with studies after 2019.

7. Language and Presentation

The manuscript is readable but is filled with grammatical mistakes, lengthy paragraphs, and crass phrases minimizing readability. Stronger subheadings, concise sentences, and expert editing are suggested.

8. Research Contribution

The manuscript offers a real-world two-stage stochastic programming model with an application to textile data. It makes a contribution by contrasting stochastic and deterministic planning methods and identifying trade-offs between profitability and robustness. The contribution is incremental but useful and could be more strongly contrasted with existing work.

Overall Recommendation

The manuscript exhibits technical sophistication and application but needs a substantial revision in order to enhance clarity, reinforce the literature location, produce equations more formally, and sharpen the discussion of the results. With such refinement, the paper may be an appropriate contribution. 
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