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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 
 

1. Please correct the sentence “The huge renewable energy potentials that abound in the country in the 
form of water bodies, large and small, need be harnessed and transformed into electricity, modern fuels, 
and process heat required for driving the economy ().” 

2. Parametric table should be added about the hardware model.  
3. More references can be added to increase impact of research.  
4. Plant in running condition should be given in some picture.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please proof read the document for revised submission 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The paper is well written however, above mentioned comments can be incorporated.  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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