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Minor REVISION comments 

 

The subject of the paper clearly falls within the scope of 

this Journal. The paper is very interesting, well written 

and well organized, and represents some advancement 

over the actual state-of-the-art. The ways and means are 

well described as well as the obtained results which are 

thoroughly discussed and conclusions are well drawn. 

The paper is also supported by some literature review. 

However, in order to make for a stronger paper, I suggest 

that the authors should cite and discuss the following 

relevant paper: Gomes and Cardoso, “Notice on a case 

study on the utilization of wind energy potential on a 

remote and isolated small wastewater treatment plant”, 

Smart Grids and Renewable Energy, 2(3), 293-299 

(2011) - DOI: 10.4236/sgre.2011.23033. 

I do recommend the publication of this paper, subjected 

to these minor changes. 

We thought the paper is fine without siting this 

suggested paper 
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