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 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 

 

1. The review in Sec2~6 is not new and clear. The authors could 

refer to the work:  Huan-Liang Tsai, “Generalized model 
of photovoltaic module using Matlab/SIMULINK,” 
International Journal of Electrical Engineering, Vol. 17, 
No. 2, pp. 119-128, April 2010 

2. The results in Sec 6.3 is not correct because the temperature 

in eqs. (6)-(18) is the cell temperature that is the function of 

weather conditions such as irradiance, ambient temperature, 

and wind speed. 

3. The nomenclature could be listed in order to unify the 

mathematical symbol and notations.  

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments  

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

1. The PV module in Fig. 3.1should not be in parallel according to 

ref. 21.  

2. The temperature in Kevin is K not 。K. 

3. The format in references should be unified.  
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