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	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.


	This research offers a useful step in improving energy efficiency for next-generation wireless systems but faces challenges in practical scalability. While integrating SWIPT with hybrid precoding-based mmWave massive MIMO-NOMA is innovative, further enhancements are needed to adapt to dynamic network environments. Additionally, techniques like dynamic cluster-head selection may be limited in unpredictable conditions or high interference. More diverse experiments are necessary to improve the system's effectiveness in future applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is lengthy and contains some redundancy, making it somewhat complex. It would be better to simplify it for faster and clearer understanding. Using unnecessary words may make the title less impactful. Therefore, it is important for the title to be focused and accurately reflect the core of the research.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, but it can be enhanced by:

1. Clarifying the contribution: It would be helpful to more clearly highlight the important aspects of the research, such as the hybrid analog-digital transceiver framework.

2. Simplifying: Unnecessary details should be reduced, focusing on the key points that directly support the objectives of the study.

3. Results: A more precise comparison with traditional methods is recommended, with specific improvements highlighted.

4. Impact and applications: Expanding on the real-world applications of the work in sustainable communication networks, such as those for 5G and 6G, would be beneficial.

In summary, the abstract could be improved to make it clearer and more focused on the main contributions and results, aligning with the nature of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically correct. It integrates well-established techniques like SWIPT, mmWave massive MIMO-NOMA, and hybrid precoding. The proposed methods, including dynamic cluster-head selection and CS-COMADE, align with current research in energy-efficient wireless communication systems. The mathematical formulations and optimization techniques used are valid and commonly applied in similar studies. However, a detailed review of the mathematical models and simulation setup is needed to ensure full scientific correctness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current references are sufficient, but adding some more recent papers, especially those related to artificial intelligence techniques or real-world applications, would enhance the credibility of the research and make it more aligned with the latest developments in the field.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication, but there is room for improvement in terms of clarity, conciseness, and academic tone. Simplifying some long sentences would improve clarity, and defining technical terms when first introduced would enhance understanding. Additionally, improving sentence flow and using more direct language would strengthen the academic tone. Overall, a few minor adjustments would make the language more polished and better aligned with academic standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Hamzah Hadi Qasim, Basrah University for Oil and Gas, Iraq

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

