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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Yes, the manuscript has the potential to be important for the scientific community for novel
application of persistent homology, potential impact on renewable energy research and contribution
to the convergence of topology and time series analysis

Yes, but You can make it more concise as follows: "Topological Analysis of Solar Power Time
Series" or "Persistent Homology in Solar Energy Patterns”

You need to state explicitly your main findings or results and summarize the impact or it impto
lications

The subsections should follow these patterns: Introduction,
Methodology, Results, Discussion/conclusion

Literature review, Preliminary,

Yes, it is scientifically correct

6. The references provided are not up to date, you can visit the below website for the recent
citations https://ourworldindata.org/renewable-energy

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
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The manuscript is okay for the Publication
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