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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 
 

 
This paper required reconstruction, where some 
section need to be added.  

1- A lot of grammar errors, therefore, the first 
step is to correct the English as in tracking 
on the paper that is titled “Ms_AIR_36312 
peer reviewer”. 

2- Reconstructed the paper according to my 
advice. 

3- Make all sentences short as possible and 
avoid using they. Try to use the name. 

4- Abbreviations need to correct as in paper 
tracking. 

5- Try to high light the aim of every section in 
first of sentence. 

Sub-subsection is not recommended in paper. Only 
section and subsection. For example, “2.1.1 
variable”. You may give number only 1 or bullets 
and also you have to write full words. The reader 
may not able to follow what variable that you 
probably mean that variable of Optimal Power Flow 
Formulation.   

 
 
 
 
All comments have been addressed with 
the suggested actions. 
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