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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Temperature and PV efficiency considering the regional significant seasonal differences and great temperature effects, clear understanding of the temperature affects on PV efficiency is important. This study helps improve PV system designs, thermal management strategies, and material innovations to mitigate the losses created by these thermal influences. Such findings are quite relevant to the scientific, industry and policy-making fraternity working towards making solar energy solutions more reliable, sustainable and economically viable.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Thermal Analysis of Photo Voltaic System for impact assessment on seasons for power generation is a bit long and could be more concise and impactful.

Here are a few alternative titles that could be considered:

· Thermal Assessment of PV Systems: Seasonal Impact on Power Production"

· “Evaluating Seasonal Efficiencies of PV Systems Using Thermal Studies”


	

	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.


	Let us offer four tips to enhance the clarity, readability and conciseness with which your paragraph conveys what you mean:

Key Improvements:

More moderately speaks it up — certain statements are long that they can be far extra potent if they are compressed.

The phrase “and assesses the impact” is inconsistent in tense.

Tighten Flow – Fix logical connections between ideas.

Clarify Findings – Always distinguish between generation and efficiency losses.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically meaningful and contains some calculations concerning the thermal behavior and economic assessment of a PV system. Yet certain improvements are needed regarding clarity, precision and accuracy on the analysis as well as its presentation. This is a scientifically sound manuscript, though improvements could be made in the areas of thermal efficiency modeling, economic assumptions, data visualization, and language clarity to improve its scientific accuracy and readability.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The English of the manuscript should be improved. There are many typos and a proofread is required.
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