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PART 1:    

Journal Name:  Advances in Research     

Manuscript Number: Ms_AIR_44629 

Title of the Manuscript:  
COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS of SOLAR RADIATION CHARACTERISTICS by USING INSOLATION 
MODELS 

New title of the Manuscript: COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS of SOLAR RADIATION CHARACTERISTICS in CONTINENTAL CLIMATE 
ZONE by USING INSOLATION MODELS 

 

Type of  Article: 
 

  
PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

LINE 59: data from 2000 to 1993  

To be written as “data from 1993 to 2000” 

LINE 70-73  

The suggestion may be considered: 

Zang et al. (2012) used the same method after reducing two coefficients for 35 
sites in China and obtained mean absolute percentage error and RMSE ranged 
from 16.22%, to 4.33% and from1.88 to 1.10 MJ/m

2
day respectively. 

LINE 60-61, 73, 76, 77: Referencing style to be followed throughout.   

             See examples: 

Janjai et al. (2009) 

Almorox et al. (2011) 

Generally the referencing style has not been followed (see editorial report or download a 
published article). Some of the errors would have been automatically corrected if author(s) 
had followed the editorial report. I suggest that any published article of journal should be 
downloaded and used by author(s) for correcting the referencing/ inline citations.  

 

According to suggestions, corrections are made. All of references are edited. 
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