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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Authors employed Arena to assess and determine the rate of improvement in system performance. 
Authors replaced manual labour with the conveyor system that increases system flexibility and efficiency for optimum production.

All plastic industries trying to reduce labour cost and running cost. Authors in the present study concluded Conveyors can reduce labor costs by up to 50% when compared to transporters, and low labor and low energy requirements are fundamental with belt conveyors when compared to other.

Certainly the manuscript conclusions are useful to plastic industries.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable and appropriate
	

	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.


	Abstract is good and well written, no modifications are required.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Subsections are technically good  and structure of the manuscript is also appropriate
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Article is scientifically and technically good and well structured and narrated. Interesting to technical audience.  Conclusion section also very good.
	

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


	Authors mentioned sufficient no.of references in their manuscript also provided recent years references also.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Throughout the manscript English language is good and no modifications are required. 

	

	Optional/General comments


	· What role does the ARENA software play in evaluating the performance improvement rate in this study?
· What key bottlenecks were identified in the plastic production system, and how were these located?
· How does the conveyor system reduce the distances between production processes, and why is this important?
· What issues are associated with traditional transporters, and how do conveyors address these challenges?
· Why is the conveyor system’s continuous operation without disruption significant for maintaining optimal production levels?
· How does the increased quantity of processed materials with the conveyor system demonstrate system optimization?
· What is the percentage improvement in production rate achieved by optimizing the conveyor speed, and how might further adjustments to the conveyor speed affect this rate?
· What is the significance of the remaining entities that do not exit the system in terms of waste, and which processes contribute to this?
· What other factors could further enhance the production rate in the plastic production system, according to the study?
· How do the findings of Kovalchuk & Poddubniy support the benefits of using conveyors over traditional transporters?
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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