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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 
 

- The figures need better explanation. For example, what are the circles in Fig. 3.1? What 
are the curves in Fig. 3.9, etc. 
- (to author and editor): Figures taken from other publications need approval from these 
sources. 
- What is that ‘source code’? (Example: page 7 “Box-Ljung test”, etc.). Also explain what is 
a B-L test and what information it gives. Not many readers (inlcuding this one) have heard 
of it. 
- page 5 states that the Weibull distribution fits best to the data. Since other distributions 
are mentioned, it would be nice to have the three function fits shown in Fig 3.4 and 3.8 
 

Manuscript corrected as instructed by reviewers 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

- MBE and MAD need a unit when a value is shown. MPE has the unit ‘%’  

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript shows a poor knowledge of physics and facts and is written in a strange 
style, especially in the introduction: 
 
- In the introduction, the description of the Sun and its interior are irrelevant; first paragraph 
can be skipped 
- “Since only a small amount of radiation can be tolerated”. Well, Most radiation is received 
(see Fig. 1.2) 
- “6%  … albedo”. The albedo is closer to 39% (see Fig 1.2: albedo = 100/340). 
- “knock electrons from their weak bonds”. This is an incorrect picture. Solar cells are made 
of semiconductors. Light is converted into electron-hole pairs that are electrically extracted 
with an energy qual to that of the band gap. IR is not absorbed, but UV has more energy 
and is absorbed, but then converted mostly to heat and not to electric energy. 
- ‘interpolation’ is not taken the same value as the closest reading, but rather do a distant 
weighted averaging of cloests readings. 
 
However, a poor introduction is not enough to reject a paper. (Nearly the entire introduction 
can be skipped because it is rather irrelevant). The rest is written bad, but still there is 
enough to have it published. 
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