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	PART 1: Review Comments

	

Compulsory REVISION comments
	

Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it addresses the growing need for efficient, real- time health monitoring solutions, particularly in the field of cardiology. The integration of IoT with ECG monitoring offers a promising approach for early detection and timely intervention in cardiovascular diseases, which is crucial for improving patient outcomes. I appreciate the manuscript for its practical application, innovative use of the MQTT protocol, and the focus on enhancing remote healthcare. However, further validation in diverse
[bookmark: _GoBack]clinical settings would strengthen its impact and generalizability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
YES
	






	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 of the article provides a good overview of the study, highlighting the use of IoT and MQTT protocol for remote ECG monitoring, the integration of the ADAS1000-3 IC with ESP32 for real-time ECG signal acquisition, and the use of the Pan- Tompkins algorithm for processing these signals.
Suggestions for Improvement:
1. Clarify the Problem Statement,
2. Mention the Results 3.Streamline the Language
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The structure and subsections of the manuscript appear to be generally well-organized and appropriate for a research paper focusing on the design and implementation of an ECG circuit and remote monitoring system using
IoT technology.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound due to its methodical approach to solving a significant problem in healthcare: the need for reliable and efficient remote ECG monitoring. The authors have thoroughly documented the design and implementation process of the ECG device, including detailed discussions
on component selection, signal processing     algorithms,     and     the
	






	
	integration of the MQTT protocol for data transmission. The use of the Pan- Tompkins algorithm for QRS detection, a well-established method in ECG signal processing, adds credibility to the technical rigor of the study. Furthermore, the manuscript provides empirical results, including a comparison with existing ECG devices, which validate the effectiveness and reliability of the proposed system. The combination of theoretical grounding and practical validation ensures that the research is both scientifically accurate and
practically applicable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references listed in the manuscript
are recent and cover a broad spectrum
	

	
	of   relevant   topics,	including ECG
	

	
	signal	processing,	wearable	health
	

	
	monitoring systems, and the use of IoT
	

	
	in healthcare.   However,   while   the
	

	
	references are generally sufficient, it
	

	
	could be beneficial to add a few more
	

	
	recent studies on the advancements in
	

	
	machine learning applications for ECG
	

	
	analysis and the integration of IoT in
	

	
	healthcare systems.
	






	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	
The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are some areas where minor revisions could improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Optional or general comments that could be included to further enhance the manuscript:
· Broader Impact
· Future Work
· User Experience
· Ethical Considerations
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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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