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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.


	The Smart Helmet, powered by the Internet of Things, enhances real-time monitoring and data collection, thereby improving safety and efficiency in sectors like construction, mining, and transportation. The smart helmet, equipped with IoT sensors, can detect environmental hazards, monitor vital signs, and provide alerts, thereby preventing accidents and enhancing worker health management.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title just provides a generic theme. Title must be like “IoT-Enabled Smart Helmets: A Revolution in Workplace Safety and Health Monitoring”.
	

	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 resembles the core idea and findings of the research paper and doesn’t need to be rectified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, the manuscript is not scientifically structured. The result section is missing. The images are not clear. The framework is not good. A good research article must contain the parts- Abstract, Introduction, Literature review, Methodology, Result and Discussion and Conclusion. Also, there are so many grammatical errors in the article. Also, it is not clearly mentioned how will be the battery gets charged or if it is not charged then how much life will be of the batteries. There are too much subsections present in the article all the sections must be written in paragraph form as much as it is possible. Also, the methodology section is poor. A comparative table about the compatibility, costing etc. with already existing products must be added in the study. There are no algorithms defined in any sections which were used in making this product. Also, there must be mentioned about how much samples were used for conducting the research and a graph must be made for the same describing the compatibility of the device made.
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	Citation no. 2 is missing. Also, all the references present are from untrusted sources. The author must provide the references from the trusted sources such as article published under the publishers such as Springer, Elsevier, Willey online, IEEE, MDPI, Nature, ACM etc. Also, the number of the references is least in number, there must be atleast 25 references given from the trusted sources.
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	English quality of the article is poor and need to be rectified.
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