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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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript addresses the use of self-starting CUSUM charts, which are an important advancement in Statistical Process Control (SPC) since they allow process monitoring without the need for extensive Phase I historical data. This is particularly valuable in modern industrial environments where rapid start-up and limited preliminary samples are common. By applying the methodology to moisture level monitoring in paper manufacturing, the study highlights a practical domain where such tools could improve process quality and efficiency. If the methodology were presented rigorously and validated with more extensive data and simulations, the work could provide useful insights for both industrial statisticians and practitioners interested in adaptive quality control techniques.
	

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

	
Yes
	

	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.

	
NO
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
The  authors should:
1. Reorganize methodology to present formulas coherently, with all variables defined and justified.
2. Strengthen the empirical study by including larger datasets, simulation-based ARL comparisons, and sensitivity analyses.
3. Deepen the literature review, identifying the precise research gap and situating the work in relation to the most recent SPC literature.
4. Revise language and structure substantially to meet academic writing standards

	

	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



	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	


I recommend major revision before the paper can be reconsidered for publication. 
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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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