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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it explores the transformative role of big data in enhancing operational efficiency across various industries. By integrating advanced technologies such as IoT, AI, and robotics, it provides insights into optimizing real-time analytics, predictive models, and data-driven decision-making. The study addresses key challenges like data security, system scalability, and the high costs associated with big data implementation while suggesting innovative solutions like edge computing and federated learning. Its comprehensive analysis offers valuable guidelines for both practitioners seeking to leverage big data for operational excellence and scholars aiming to advance research in this rapidly evolving field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	If the paper delves significantly into technological integrations such as IoT, AI, and robotics or emphasizes particular industries, a more specific title may better reflect its comprehensive scope, such as:

- Leveraging Big Data and IoT for Enhanced Operational Efficiency.

- Big Data Analytics: Revolutionizing Operational Efficiency Across Industries.
	

	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 fairly comprehensive but can be improved by adding the study's objective, research methodology, and key findings. Including practical implications for businesses and researchers would further strengthen it. Redundant content should be streamlined, and detailed mentions of technical tools can be omitted for clarity and conciseness. These enhancements would make the abstract more informative and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct, presenting accurate concepts on big data's role in operational efficiency and its integration with technologies like IoT and AI. However, a detailed assessment is recommended to verify technical claims, validate sources, and ensure evidence supports the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes sufficient and recent references, with publications from 2019 to 2024. However, it could benefit from more diverse and balanced sources, including recent studies on emerging technologies and peer-reviewed research for better scientific credibility.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication, but some grammatical inconsistencies, complex sentences, and technical jargon may need revision for better clarity and consistency.

Example from the manuscript that could be improved:

Original Sentence:

"The use of big data does not end in supply chain alone. It has been used in other dynamic markets for real-time decision making."

Suggested Revision:

"Big data applications extend beyond supply chain management and are increasingly used in dynamic markets for real-time decision-making."

This revision improves flow, clarity, and scholarly tone by connecting ideas more smoothly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is comprehensive and insightful, but it could improve with smoother transitions, a stronger abstract and conclusion, more detailed case studies, refined language for clarity, and thorough referencing to support key claims.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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