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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 smart IoT-based firefighting robot that can detect and put out flames both on its own and with remote control is designed and implemented in this manuscript. By offering a technical solution that can lower hazards to human firefighters, it fills a vital need in emergency response. A web-based control system, sensors, and a Raspberry Pi are integrated to show how the Internet of Things may be used practically in safety-critical settings. It makes a significant contribution to the expanding field of intelligent systems research for catastrophe response and prevention.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally appropriate and reflects the content of the manuscript. However, for better flow and clarity, consider rephrasing it as: Suggested title: "Development of an IoT-Based Smart Firefighting Robot for Real-Time Fire Detection and Suppression"
	

	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 and summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key outcomes well. It does not suffer from tense issues. However, consider making it more concise by trimming redundant expressions and briefly including measurable results (e.g., range of detection, extinguishing efficiency) to make it more impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is technically sound in terms of concept and implementation. However, there are several issues that require attention:

· The body of the manuscript frequently uses present tense when describing past work. All completed activities should be described in past tense.

· The use of first-person pronouns ("we") should be replaced with passive or third-person constructions.

· Several sections include informal language and lack academic tone.

· The methodology and results could benefit from more concise explanations and some performance metrics for comparison with similar works.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are limited in number and quite outdated (mostly pre-2018). The manuscript would be strengthened by including more recent works (from 2019–2024) on related topics like:

· IoT applications in firefighting

· Robotic fire suppression

· AI-based hazard detection systems This would help contextualize the contribution within current research trends.


	

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


	The manuscript requires considerable editing for grammar, punctuation, and sentence structure. The frequent misuse of tenses, inconsistent article usage, and informal expressions affect readability. A professional language review is recommended before publication
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Some figures are not clearly labeled or cited in the body text. All visuals should be cited and explained.

· The discussion section can benefit from more comparison with existing solutions and elaboration on the practical impact and limitations of the current prototype.

· The paper is lengthy in some sections—consider condensing repetitive or overly detailed descriptions (e.g., system setup commands, component lists).
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