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his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimumof3-4 sentences may be 
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Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Not Clearly Discuss 
The literature review does not sufficiently cover recent research on control techniques for charging 
systems. Expand the discussion on state-of-the-art methods and highlight the paper's contribution 
more clearly. 
 
The paper lacks a concise and well-defined problem statement, making it difficult to understand the 
specific challenges the authors aim to address 
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Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimumof3-4 
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1. The mathematical formulations, especially for the PEM architecture, need more clarity and 

proper explanation. Some equations lack detailed derivation and explanation. 

2. Figures and tables are poorly organized. Some figures lack detailed captions, making them 

hard to interpret. Figures 20-28 are not discussed adequately in the text. 

3. The results, especially regarding power extraction from Battery PEM, are not thoroughly 

discussed. It’s unclear how the proposed controllers perform under varying conditions like 

partial shading or low wind speeds. 

4. Improve the literature review by including recent works from the not more than past 3-5 years. 

Such as,  

5. Add a clear problem statement. 
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