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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 abstract and introduction parts of the manuscript are not informative enough to 
support the computational work performed. The novelty of the work is completely 
missing.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. In the section “1. Introduction” 

 The objectivity of the study also needs to be emphasized in the introduction. 
2. The RESULTS and DISCUSSION are not clearly presented and sufficient and 

need improvement: 

 Validation of the obtained computational results is extremely doubtful due to 
the lack of sufficient supporting experimental results (even from the literature). 

 The structure of the manuscript is highly disorganized. 

 It is not specified which versions of the utilized software have been used.  
 
In the section "4. Conclusion" 

 In the sentence “These parameters allowed us to build the dynamic model by 
FEA in flux-2D_2022. From this model, we obtained the powers developed in the 
stator, in the rotor as well as the total power for an operation in a nominal 
regime. It was found that the obtained powers are close to the calculated 
theoretical powers. We then developed the thermal model of the DFIG by 
determining the steady-state temperature distribution in the active parts by 
FEA. The results obtained are satisfactory and can be used for the design of the 
DFIG. In addition, to complete this work, a study on the optimization and control 
of the DFIG is underway” without needing to be included in the conclusion 
section. This can be included in the introduction as the purpose and limitation 
of the study. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

 Overall, the script is good enough, but some parts need to be improved, or 
design concepts can be added using the research flowchart in part 2. 

 The use of the ENGLISH language a very poor (grammatically erroneous 
throughout).  Words like “he, she, I, you, and we” must be avoided. Please re-
read the script. 
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