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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

 
Figure 4: Mention name of the each components  
 

 
It is already mentioned  in procedure  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
-Add 2 more key words 
- ‘’The experimental set-up as shown in figure 3 is a metal frame with’’ 
- It is figure 4 not figure 3?? 
 

 
 
Completely I accepted it  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This paper well written and useful for the current researcher those who are involved the solar 
PV system research works. 
 

 
Since it is the current issue  

 
PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
Since this study is ethical issue. Since now there are several information which 
is listed in this article and interested information for the societies, and it is 
innovative idea. It is completely original work. i.e. not  copy from other’s work. In 
my context I understand it the ethical issue as I understand it. 
 The collected data from different participants were used only for the intended 
purpose not for the other purpose. That is used only for this research. This is to 
keep participants confidentiality and safety.   
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