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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 (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript offers a comprehensive exploration of pre-modern procurement, transport, and provisioning systems, revealing enduring principles of supply chain resilience and design. It bridges the disciplines of military history and logistics management by analyzing the efficiency of the Ottoman army supply chain between 1300 to 1566, an often-overlooked but crucial factor behind imperial success. This work fills a historical research gap, and also offers a compelling case study for scholars in operations research and strategic planning. 
	

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

	Supply Chain and Logistics of the Ottoman Army (1300–1566)
Just a small adjustment in the title, otherwise it is suitable
	

	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.

	In some cases the tone is informal for academic paper (“To the best of the knowledge of the author of this manuscript”)
The abstract repeats the idea that Ottoman military success depended on logistics multiple times
Some generic statement like “Many historians agree” and “Historians characterize”. Need specificity in the abstract
The abstract implies a research gap but doesn’t clearly state the unique contribution of the paper.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically and historically sound as a historical case study of the Ottoman Army’s supply chain and logistics (1300–1566).
	

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

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

	The content of the manuscript is very good and flows nicely, but the language can be improved in the following areas:
Grammar: "the logistics systems was a major factor" should be “were a major factor”
Informal or personal phrasing: “To the best of the knowledge of the author” should be “Research suggests”
Redundant phrases: “Soldiers won battles, but logistics made it possible.” is repeated 
Clarity: "food for their animals which were the main transport means” revise to “animals, which served as the primary means of transport”

To meet scholarly standards, the manuscript would benefit significantly from professional language editing or proofreading.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Diagrams or supply chain flowcharts could greatly enrich the reader’s understanding and provide visual context for logistical operations.


	







	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No 
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