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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 manuscript is important because it proposes an improved routing protocol (EZ-SEP) that significantly enhances energy efficiency and network lifetime in wireless sensor networks. It addresses key limitations of the existing ZSEP by adding clustering in all zones, multi-hop communication, and energy-based cluster head selection. These contributions help researchers develop more reliable and sustainable WSN protocols for real-world applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable because it clearly represents the proposed enhancement to the Zonal Stable Election Protocol in wireless sensor networks. A refined alternative could be: “EZ-SEP: Enhanced Zonal Stable Election Protocol for Energy-Efficient Wireless Sensor Networks.”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and clearly explains the problem, the proposed EZ-SEP protocol, and the major performance improvements over ZSEP. However, it would be stronger if it briefly mentioned the simulation environment (100 nodes, MATLAB R2018a) and highlighted specific metrics improved, such as network lifetime and throughput, to give readers more context.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and uses standard WSN evaluation methods, including clustering logic, energy models, and MATLAB-based simulations. The results clearly support the improvements claimed for EZ-SEP over ZSEP.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include many foundational and widely cited works on clustering and energy-efficient WSN routing. However, adding a few more recent publications (2020–2024) on multi-hop WSN routing and energy-aware heterogeneous protocols would strengthen the literature base.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication, and the manuscript is clear and understandable. A few grammatical refinements and improved sentence structure would further enhance readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript. It involves simulations and technical analysis of routing protocols, with no human or sensitive data involved.
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