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PART1:ReviewComments

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments

Reviewer’'scomment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part
inthemanuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback
here)

Please write few sentences regarding the
importance
thismanuscriptforscientificcommunity.Whydoyo
u like (or dislike) this manuscript? Minimum 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Thismanuscriptisimportantforthescientificcommunityasitoffersinsightsintothebehavior of electric vehicles
under Sahelian climate conditions. It examines how varying the vehicle's mass affects the power lost
due to rolling resistance, which is crucial for improving energy efficiency. llike this manuscript because it
uses a detailed experimental approach to address a

practicalissueinrenewableenergytechnology.

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

The title "Determination of the variation in power dissipated by the rolling resistance of a
photovoltaicelectricvehicleprototypebyvaryingthemassunderSahelianclimateconditions" is descriptive
but somewhat lengthy. A more concise and engaging title could be:

"ImpactofMassonRollingResistancePowerLossinPhotovoltaicElectricVehiclesUnder Sahelian
Conditions".

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Doyou
suggest addition (or deletion) of some points in
this section? Please write your suggestions here.

SuggestionsforRevision:

Clarifythe Purpose: Explicitlystatethemain objectiveof the study.
HighlightKeyMethods: Summarizethemethodsusedmoresuccinctly.
SummarizeKeyFindings:Highlightthemain findingsofthestudybriefly.
ReduceRedundancy:Removerepetitiveoroverlydetailedinformation.

el NS

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript
appropriate?

The manuscript includes sections such as the abstract, introduction, methodology, results,
discussion,andconclusion,whicharestandardinscientificpapers.However,herearesome suggestions to
improve the structure:

1. Abstract:Theabstractcouldbeshortenedtofocusonkeyfindingsandthe significance
of the study.

2. Introduction:Ensurethattheintroductionprovidesaclearbackground,theproblem statement,
and the objectives of the study.

3. Methodology:Themethodologysectionisdetailedandprovidesaclearexplanationof the
experiments conducted.

4. ResultsandDiscussion:Thesesectionsarecomprehensivebutcouldbenefitfrom more
concise presentation of data and clearer separation between results and their
interpretation.

5. Conclusion:Theconclusioneffectivelysummarizesthefindingsbutcouldbe expanded
to include recommendations for future research.

Overall,thestructureislogicalandwell-organized,butsomesectionscouldberefinedfor clarity and
conciseness .

Please write few sentences regarding the scientific
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydothinkthatthis
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically

Thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnicallysoundbecauseitemploysarigorous experimental
methodology to investigate the power dissipated by rolling resistance in a
photovoltaicelectricvehicle. Theuseofprecise measurementsanddataanalysistoolssuch as
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sound?Minimuma3-4sentencesmayberequiredfor
this part.

MATLAB ensures the accuracy and reliability of the findings. Additionally, the study
considerscriticalfactorsliketireinflationpressure, speed,andvehiclemass,whichare
essentialfor acomprehensive understandingof rolling resistance.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have
suggestionofadditionalreferences,pleasemention
in the review form.

The references listed in this manuscript cover a broad range of studies relevant to the topic, including
recent publications up to 2023. The references are sufficient and encompass key
areassuchasvehicledynamics,rollingresistance,andelectricvehicleperformance.However, to further
strengthen the manuscript, it may be beneficial to include more recent studies specifically focusing on
photovoltaic electric vehicles and their performance under varying

climateconditions. This wouldprovideadditionalcontextand supportforthestudy's findings.

MinorREVISIONcomments

Islanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitablefor
scholarly communications?

The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly

communication,butthereareareasthatcouldbenefitfromrefinementforclarity,conciseness, and readability.

Here are a few suggestions:

1. Ensure proper grammar, punctuation, and sentence structure throughout the
manuscript. Somesentencesarelongandcomplex,whichcanbebrokendownfor better
readability.

2. Usetechnicaltermsaccuratelyandconsistently.Defineanyspecializedtermsor acronyms
when they first appear in the text.

3. Simplifycomplexsentencesandavoidunnecessaryjargon.Makesureeachsentence clearly
conveys its intended meaning.

4. Eliminateredundantorrepetitivephrases.Keepthetext conciseandtothepoint.

5. Ensurealogicalflowbetweensectionsandparagraphs.Usetransitionwordsand phrases to

improve cohesion.

Optional/Generalcomments

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)

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Mansour H. Assaf

Department, University & Country

School of Information Technology, Engineering, Mathematics and Physics, The University of the South Pacific, Fiji

Createdby: EA Checkedby:ME

Approvedby:CEO Version:2(08-07-2024)




