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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 Title is appropriate for the research but it should be added with word review. 
 The Abstract is concise 
 The introduction is well structured and articulated. 
 The methodology is well spelt out and also appropriate. 
 The results are well details and discussed properly. 
 The conclusion is well constructed and structured. 
 The references are well cited 
 But the references were not listed in the article very well 
 References 6 and 7 are not cited in the text of the article. 

 
Note:  

 The details drawing of the developed project was not addressed and revealed in the 
write up. 

 IT SHOULD BE INCLUDED 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Page 2 

This figure needs to be made bold and large. 
This figure needs to be made clear 
Page 2 

 Battery voltage level indicator 
 Charge electricity from the solar cell into the battery  
 Discharge function to drive the fan 
 Provide 5 voltages for the USB charging port 

 
The bullet should be removed and replace with roman numarals figure as shown below:  

i. Battery voltage level indicator 
ii.  Charge electricity from the solar cell into the battery  
iii.  Discharge function to drive the fan 
iv.  Provide 5 voltages for the USB charging port 

Page 2 
Separate the value from the unit 
As shown below 
5 V  
Page 3 

Figures 2, 3, and 4 needs to be made bold and large. 
This figure needs to be made clear 
Page 3 

Separate the value from the unit 
As shown below 
1 C 
Separate the value from the unit 
As shown below 
1,000 mAh  
Separate the value from the unit 
As shown below 
1,500 mA at 18 V 
Page 4 
This dottted line should be removed 

…………………… (1) 

The equaton should be made align with the number 

 

Comment [u1]: This dottted line should 
be removed 
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Page 5 

This dottted line should be removed 
……………… (2) 

Page 4 

Separate the value from the unit 
As shown below 
18 V 
Separate the value from the unit 
As shown below 
8.4 V 
 
Note: ditto to all the affected pages in the text of the article 
 
The equaton should be made align with the number 
Page 5 

The equaton should be made align with the number 
 
Page 4, 5 and 6 
The equation should be mentioned in the text of the article 
As equation 2, 3, 4 and so forth 
 
Page 7 

The references are well cited 
References 6 and 7 are not cited in the text of the article. 
But the references were not listed in the article very well. 
The correct reference listing format for the journal should be followed strictly. 
 
Note:  

 The details drawing of the developed project was not addressed and revealed in the write 
up. 

IT SHOULD BE INCLUDED 
 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 
Reviewer’s comment 

 The Title is appropriate for the research but it should be added with word review. 
 The Abstract is concise 
 The introduction is well structured and articulated. 
 The methodology is well spelt out and also appropriate. 
 The results are well details and discussed properly. 
 The conclusion is well constructed and structured. 
 The references are well cited 
 But the references were not listed in the article very well 
 References 6 and 7 are not cited in the text of the article. 

 
Note:  

 The details drawing of the developed project was not addressed and revealed in the 
write up. 

 IT SHOULD BE INCLUDED 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Comment [u2]: This dottted line should 
be removed 
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PART  2:  
 

 

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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