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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 whole paper need to be proofread again carefully.

Minor REVISION comments

The abstract writing can be improved. some minor mistakes.

The result shows solar is cost effective, probably can be specific in what way it is cost
effective.

Fig 1 - should redraw again.very blurry

Line 96: probably this sentence need to restructure again
Line 123: wrong sentence writing format

Line 129: wrong sentence writing format

The conclusion doesn’t reflects to the objective of the paper. Please look into it again.

Optional/General comments

Generally the paper is well written and well described.
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