

Review Form 2
	

	Book Name:
	Innovative Solutions: A Systematic Approach Towards Sustainable Future

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_ 3724.13

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	IoT and Healthcare: An Overview

	Type of the Article
	Complete book chapter





General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 

This Book’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.
To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:


https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/


Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  
Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/book-benefits-for-reviewers 


	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.

	The manuscript discusses how IoT can revolutionize medical diagnosis and patient care, emphasizing its potential to improve resolutions in healthcare settings.
It effectively outlines various applications of IoT in healthcare, such as remote patient monitoring, telemedicine, and self-maintenance medical devices.
The proposal for a hybrid healthcare monitoring system utilizing 5G networks is particularly noteworthy. It highlights the potential for real-time health monitoring and emergency response, showcasing the practical benefits of IoT in urgent situations
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