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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 
 

 
 
Typo “temperate”, “sustenance” in the introduction section 
Typo “in other to esitmate” in section 2 
Typo “12 x 20 coulombs” 
Typo “Table 1: Annual Average f Ambient Parameters…” 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Based on the annual average parameters shown in table 1. The author claim that the 
degradation are due to the rise of temperature. However, it is also true that the higher the 
temperature will lead to decrease in PV output power under normal conditional. 
Temperature itself is rather weak to justify your claim. Authors need to look deep into the 4 
years data to identify and determine the actual degradation factors. For example, author 
can try to look at the collected data in year 4 (2018) when the temperature range are 
similar to year 1 (2015) but the power is decrease or lower than year 1 (2015). 
Author is advised to tabulate such data where similar temperature range for all 4 years vs 
power output to find out the actual degradation parameters other than just temperature. 
In other words, authors should provide more comprehensive and multidimensional analysis 
on the 4 years data to proof and validate your claim. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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