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	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.


	According to the energy problem, these devices can help to minimize energy production. It helps to a sustainable development. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is.
	

	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.


	Yes it is.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No
	

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


	No. it can be improved. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- Introduction is very weak, please improve it by adding at least 20-30 recent papers on this topic.

2- It is better to add some reasons or reference on that basis you have selected the input values for your tests (inlet velocity, …)

3- It is recommended to add the error for your devices. For example, what is the resolution of your thermometers?

4- All figures, such as Figure 2a, are recommended to be revised. The horizontal axis should be modified.

5- Conclusion must be extended. You can count your results and give at least 5 bullets.

6- Any data from other sources should be referred.

7- Generally, the study is good. However, I think it can become better by adding more physical explanations about the results.
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