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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.


	Building a Smart city is a crucial necessity in the AI Era. Big data requires proper data storage and data processing techniques to understand and generate prediction. This manuscript deals with the impact of bigdata in smart cities. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, need to change.  “A Review of the Impact of Big data on Smart Cities”
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive. However, it would be preferable to add some points on three-layer architecture of deep learning. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As the aspect of Review paper, the flow of the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are enough to deal but that are not in a recent publication.
	

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


	Though Moderate level of quality is established, suitable for scholarly communication 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Comparative view of this manuscript is not enough to stand on the points. Need some improvement on the flow of the manuscript. Lagging in the aspect of explaining the concept from rudimentary level. Reviewing the concept with pros and cons lead to be an effective paper.
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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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