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	PART  1: Review Comments



	
	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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	1. In this study, the effect of energy dissipation on voltage deviation, SoC deviation and energy efficiency was investigated with different methods, considering the studies in the literature. This is a study that will contribute to the literature in terms of the theoretical information provided.
2. The title matches the content.
3. The article summary is clear and comprehensive. Considering the study results, the results obtained can be added to the end of the summary.
4. It is recommended to divide the article into subheadings instead of the numerators used in the subsections. Numerators not only disrupt the page structure but also make it difficult to understand the structure.
5. The accuracy of the article cannot be determined due to the following information gaps:

a) What are the technical specifications of the batteries used in the experimental setup?

b) How many serial and parallel connections are there in the package configuration?

c) How and with which devices were cell voltage, temperature, and SoC values measured?

d) What is the circuit diagram or algorithm of the methods used in current division strategies?

e) What are the different operating conditions to which the battery pack is subjected in the test conditions?

f) Where were the data given in the results tables obtained? Since only the results are shared, they cannot be verified. (Also, the SoC deviations given in Table 2 are very high. Even with passive balancing, balancing can be achieved below 1%.)

6. References are sufficient and emphasis is placed on current studies.


	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	1. The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scientific communication. Only a few simple grammatical errors were observed.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	Yusuf Muratoğlu

	Department, University & Country
	Toros University, Turkey


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)


