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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 provides valuable insights into the role of sustainable LMD solutions in reducing environmental impact within supply chains. It combines quant and data analysis with qualitative interviews and a real-world case study. It advances understanding of consumer willingness to pay for greener delivery options. The findings support policymakers, industry leaders, and researchers in designing more effective, scalable strategies for sustainable urban logistics.
	

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

	Yes

Can also be a bit concise if needed: Viability of Last-Mile Delivery Solutions in Sustainable Supply Chains
	

	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 generally clear and informative, effectively summarizing the study’s scope, key findings, and conclusions. Good clarity, content and is overall concise
Suggestions for minor improvements: add objective early on and explicity state it. Can also do a brief overview of the methodology
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. One thing to look at:
In the first chi-square test example (with a sample size of 100), the author calculated a chi-square statistic of 16.66, which is much higher than the critical value (3.84), leading to a rejection of the null hypothesis. This suggests a significant association between delivery frequency and willingness to pay.
In the second chi-square test example (with a sample size of 80), the calculated chi-square statistic is 1.333, which is lower than the critical value (3.84). This leads to failing to reject the null hypothesis, indicating no significant association between the same variables.
The manuscript’s final statement contradict the finding of the 1.333 statistic and rejecst the null hypothesis

	

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

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

	
Yes
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	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)
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