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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.


	Due to the overwhelming increase in the number of devices connected to the Internet, the 5G network will soon be overworked, thus this article is important in paving way for the adoption of new technology (6G).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title is suitable.
	

	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 article is almost comprehensive, it contains the problem and methodology of solution but does not clearly state the weakness or uncovered areas of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is correct, it stated a problem and provided a valid solution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes the references are enough and mostly recent (not more than 5 years back).
	

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


	The language of the article is good for scholarly article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The sub-heads (5 & 7) should be summarized, as it is not most necessary.
2. The first statement in the last paragraph (conclusion) should be rephrased, “Internet of Things (IoT) The development of the Internet has ..”.
3. There should be space character between the last character of a sentence and the citation number. (.. last word [#]).

4. The research did not clearly give limitations.

5. The manuscript is scientifically sound, good abstract, accurate and abundant citations. The comparative tables are encouraging, it also has good English. It should however be improved in conclusion (limitations) and punctuations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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