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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Yes

1.

2.

This work “ Blockchains and Internet of Things for the pooling of warehouse resources”
mainly focuses on research issues. The paper presentation is somehow adequate and
authors discusses several novel issues in the blockchains. However, there are some minor
important issues, which authors must address in the revised version before publication.

The abstract must be short and to the point. The rest of the detail can be removed
or shifted in the Intro. Section.

In the Introduction Section, mostly citations from 12 to 16 do not match with the
presented text. | will recommend authors to remove them and cite appropriate
papers.

Existing work contains a few quite old papers. The authors must enhance the
literature review section by adding some recently published papers. In this respect,
there are some novel 10T papers published by various researchers in the related
field. The authors need to discuss them in the text in the Intro. or related section.
-Smart grid communication and information technologies in the perspective of
Industry 4.0: Opportunities and challenges, Computer Science Review 30, 1-30,
2018.

-Energy efficient and QoS-aware routing protocol for wireless sensor network-
based smart grid applications in the context of industry 4.0, Applied Soft
Computing, 2018,

-A multi-channel distributed routing scheme for smart grid real-time critical event
monitoring applications in the perspective of Industry 4.0." International Journal of
Ad Hoc and Ubiquitous Computing 32, no. 4 (2019): 236-256

-Bio-inspired routing protocol for WSN-based smart grid applications in the context
of Industry 4.0, Transactions on Emerging Telecommunications Technologies,
2018.

-MQRP: Mobile sinks-based QoS-aware data gathering protocol for wireless
sensor networks-based smart grid applications in the context of industry 4.0-based
on internet of things.

The authors must explain all Figures and Tables in the related text.

It would be better if the authors add a research flow diagram in the Intro. section
and also define all code words and their meanings in a tabular form.

All Egs must have proper numbering and define each term in the related text.
Authors must make a separate section before conclusion and discuss their novel
research findings, accordingly.

The authors must address my comments in the revised paper and send me
the revised version for final acceptance.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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