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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 (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.


	The manuscript presents a pragmatic IoT-based setup that comes handy to identify early fire hazards in industrial warehouses, where safety is of paramount importance. A cheap, real-time monitoring system is particularly beneficial for SMEs that cannot afford advanced infrastructure. By way of integration between STM32 microcontrollers and cloud communication, scalability and remote accessibility have substantially been enhanced. This work further enriches the research in smart industrial safety systems and drive digital transformation for hazard prevention.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate: "Design of a Smart Fire Monitoring and Alert System for Industrial Warehouses Using IoT". Echoing the "title", the goal of this study reflects the industrial warehouse environment and the technology used: IoT.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and presents the objective, methodology, and main results very clearly. However, I would suggest the following improvements:

1.Add: Briefly specifying the microcontroller, STM32, and the communication modules, ESP8266 and SIM800L, would enrich its technical clarity.

2.Clarify: Instead of saying "various sensors," name these from temperature, smoke, and gas sensors for dental precision.

3.Revise: If at all possible, instead of using "experimental testing in a simulated environment," these terms can be strayed off to describes response time or reliability performances, as per the information available.

4.Delete: Remove the phrase "UNDER PEER REVIEW" from the abstract section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, scientifically it is correct. There is an IoT-based fire detection system being well developed with hardware components chosen properly-the STM32 microcontroller, temperature, smoke, and gas sensors, and communication modules such as ESP8266 and SIM800L.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references made in the manuscript are not entirely sufficient or appropriate for the subject matter. Many of them delve into genetic algorithms, particle swarm optimization, or simulated annealing-a domain irrelevant to the core of IoT-based fire detection systems.

Suggestions for furtherance:

Replace or add to existing references recent and domain-relevant literature, above all, such as those pertaining to:

•
IoT in fire safety

•
Sensor systems based on STM32 or ESP

•
Real-time monitoring of industrial processes
	

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


	The paper's English and language have mostly been considered acceptable, albeit needing a little revision to meet scholarly communication requirements. Some expressions are verbose or slightly awkward; other minor grammar slips also dot the manuscript. Sentences may be made clearer and more formally toned and consistent, particularly in the "Materials and Discussion" section.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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