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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 

 

The work interests the sustainable development and the good management of 

production chains and energy resources. The authors analyze the methods and 

alternatives solutions in the case of Mexico. The scientific idea could interest 

another domains (renewable energies,…) . My remarks and suggestions: 

 

- Why the authors limit the study to Mexico by taking into account the results of  

Belgium, 

- The paper is too long and not structured. Lines 140 - 663 to be revised by showing 

(clear and simple): results, analyses, interpretation, contribution of the authors and 

conclusions. 

- In the case of the photovoltaic assemblage chain (panels,…), the authors analyzed 

this situation?. If  yes, it is very interesting to put in the paper this application by 

analyzing the life cycle, efficiencies, cost,…. 

- Revise the introduction: clear bibliographical syntheses, context and objectives of 

the work. 

- add a clear general conclusion with the contributions of the authors. 

- add recent references in relation with the work. 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

  

Optional/General 

comments 

The objective of the paper is very interesting, however some major revisions are 

considerably necessary. 
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