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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 addresses a timely and relevant research area integrating NB-IoT, 6G, IIoT, satellite communication and smart city applications. The scope is broad and ambitious, with extensive technical coverage of networking, signal processing, and system architecture. The inclusion of practical deployment considerations, energy efficiency and alignment with SDGs enhances societal relevance.

	

	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, Abstract is one paragraph please. Abstarct should capture 1) statement of problem, 2) method adopted and 3) results obtained with conclusion/recommendation 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	YES, the work has potential for publication when the structure is improved
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	YES, but should be updated with recent references
	

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

	
Fair, language requires significant recasting so as to convey meaningful communication



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Note:
1) Figures are referenced but not clearly explained or discussed. Also, they are not cited in the body of discussion (They are all floating)
2) Many of the sections are descriptive rather than analytical.
3) The use of bullets in several section of the document are not encouraging
4) The use of excessive technical terms without sufficient conceptual explanation
5) There is limited validation through simulation or experimental results
6) Mathematical models and performance metrics lack formal derivation
7) Organization is weak and language requires significant editing for clarity.
9) Improve structure, reduce redundancy, add formal evaluation, 
10) Clarify methodology (Why section 3.1 and section 6.0) and refine language.
11) Keywords too many, only 6-8 are required
12) Some of your sentence not well terminated.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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