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	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.


	The numerical simulation study of the two types of solar cells will help to understand the effect of variation in thickness and doping on the solar cell performance. The discussion provides the reasons for difference  in the performance of the two types of cells.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The software used for numerical simulations is widely used by researchers. This numerical simulation study re-establishes the fact that heterojunction cells show better performance than homojunction cells. The results, discussion and conclusion are solely based on numerical simulations. The experimental verification of this study will help to see if there are any deviations from the simulations. At least for Table 3, it can be experimentally verified. (It is not clear whether the results in Table 3 are experimental results or obtained from simulations only).

2. The reason for choosing emitter thickness 0.3μm is not given. A better performance is shown for lower emitter thickness (Fig.3)

3. Structure diagrams of the solar cells can be incorporated.
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	References are sufficient
	

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


	There are some punctuation mistakes in Table 1 and Table 2. Comma is given in place of decimal point, multiplication sign is missing. For example, in Table 2 “effective density of states in the conduction band  for n- ZnO” is given as 4,4 1018.
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	Experimental verification is required for at least one set of parameters.
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