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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. 

 

The importance and significance of this manscript is good. If it,s properly design by using the full 

concentration of its title base, then it will be a good paper. But I could’t found any approach of work which 

will make it slidely different. Many researchers was working on this tilte on covid situation. Their work 

was quite good and problem statement was clear. So, my request is to the author is to go through your 

paper again find out the scope and gap and correct that concern issue.  

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The Title of the article is justify  

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 length should be within 150-200 words. But in this paper author is not properly mention which 

things of work he is done, how its working. The agenda of this paper is not clear. I think he should rwrite it 

in proper way 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 

appropriate? 

Subsections and structure of the manuscript is not appropriate  
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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. 

The manuscript presents a scientifically robust and technically sound analysis of IoT's transformative role 

in healthcare.  

It thoroughly explores various applications, including remote patient monitoring, telemedicine, AI-driven 

diagnostics, and the integration of 5G technology, demonstrating a deep understanding of IoT's potential 

to revolutionize the sector.  

The architectural breakdown is comprehensive, detailing essential layers such as perception, network, and 

application, alongside cloud and fog computing, which highlights a clear and systematic approach.  

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 

suggestions of additional references, please mention 

them in the review form. 

- 

Not sufficient. 

Please go through this paper also: 
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[2] Shashidharan R; Abhilash R; Sahana V; Alok N A; Roopa M, “IoT Cloud: In health 

monitoring System”; International Journal of Science and Technology Research; Volume 9, Issue 

01, January 2020.  
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Conference on, IEEE 2011.  
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Minor REVISION comments 

 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable 

for scholarly communications? 

 

The language on this paper is quite Fair 

 

 

 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

For Abstract: 

1.  Abstract should be written in a single paragraph within 150-200 words. 

2. It was paraphrased 

For Introduction and others: 

1. It should be written with the mix of objectives and previous work and work should be 

sectionalized and specified over here 

2. Figure should be original not downloaded version 

3. Figure name should be written properly with source 

4. This paper does not specify the original concept of the paper 

5. lack of resources on the title basis 

6. Must add or modify the concept and content. 

7. The format is not up to date 

8. No data is used over here 

Upon the basis of all the following comments, Preliminary I am not recommended it to publish.   
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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?  

 

Not Applicable 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript? 

Not Applicable  

 

 

If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links. 

Not Applicable  
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Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer” 

 

Maybe. Because I have seen similar work and can be done using libraries. 

 

 

 

 

PART  4: Objective Evaluation: 

 

Guideline MARKS of this  manuscript 

Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript  

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 ) 

 

Guideline:  

Accept As It Is: (>9-10) 

Minor Revision: (>8-9) 

Major Revision: (>7-8) 

Serious Major revision: (>5-7) 

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) 

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3) 

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) 
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Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from book editorial office and editors): 

 

 Author’s Feedback 
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