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	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.


	This manuscript contributes to the scientific community by addressing the integration of Interior Gateway Protocol (IGP) and Border Gateway Protocol (BGP) within an MPLS architecture, which is crucial for optimizing network efficiency and scalability. By proposing improvements in label distribution and reducing convergence time, the study enhances the understanding of routing protocol interactions in complex networks. The findings have practical applications in modern network infrastructures, particularly in service provider and enterprise environments. Additionally, the research can serve as a foundation for further advancements in software-defined networking and next-generation routing optimizations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article appears to be suitable as it reflects the core focus on integrating IGP and BGP within an MPLS architecture. However, if clarity and specificity can be improved, a more precise title could be:

🔹 Suggestion: "Optimized Integration of IGP and BGP in MPLS Networks: Enhancing Label Distribution and Convergence Efficiency"

	

	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 comprehensive, covering the study’s objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it could benefit from a clearer statement of the problem being addressed to enhance readability. 

🔹 Suggestion: Key contributions, such as improvements in label distribution and reduced convergence time, should be summarized more concisely.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically accurate, as it provides a well-structured analysis of IGP and BGP integration within an MPLS architecture. It references established networking protocols (RFC 3107, RFC 4655) and employs theoretical analysis, mathematical modeling, and computer simulations to support its claims. The findings regarding reduced convergence time and optimized label distribution align with known benefits of integrated routing approaches. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient. The presence of only six references may indicate limited literature coverage, which could weaken the study’s foundation. 
🔹 Suggestion: To improve the manuscript, consider adding more recent and relevant references, particularly on MPLS, IGP-BGP integration, network convergence optimization, and related advancements such as Segment Routing (SR) and AI-driven networking. 

	

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


	The language is clear and well-structured that is suitable for scholarly communications.
🔹 Suggestion: A minor proofreading is recommended to improve sentence flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study enhances MPLS network efficiency by optimizing IGP-BGP integration, reducing convergence time, and improving label distribution, offering a novel approach to scalable and dynamic routing.
The research is scientifically robust and well-structured.

The paper can be further improved with:
· Expand Literature Review and References
· Strengthen the Abstract
· Clarify Methodology and Assumptions

· Improve Language and Readability

Enhance Discussion and Practical Implications
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns were identified in the manuscript.


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Not Applicable
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No apparent plagiarism detected, but a journal-level plagiarism check is recommended for verification.
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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”
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