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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 
 

  

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

The manuscript entitled “Impact of stochastic load and 
hybrid distributed generation penetration level on 
transient stability of power system” however is not a 
novel one in the context of DG technologies, but 
technically seems sound and can be counted a hint for 
new incomes in the DG technologies domain. There 
are some deficiencies were observed as: 
1. The manuscript is comprised with the grammatical 

errors and salient punctuation mistakes; 
2. Inadequate use of the appropriate words and 

phrases for example, in the Abstract “The 
integration of hybrid power system …” instate of 
“The deployment/exploitation of hybrid power 
system …”; 

3. Included graphics do not meet the journal 
acceptable resolution, especially the provide Matrix 
in Figure 1; 

4. Inappropriate citation for instance [, 7-14]; 
5. Overall it requires a deep consideration and 

corrections. 

1. Grammatical error has been corrected 
2.  Inadequate use of words has also be 

corrected 
3. The graph is now very clear 
4. The citation is corrected 
5. The proofreading has been done and 

the correction made 

Optional /General  comments 
 

  

 
 


