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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 (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.


	Yes, this manuscript could be an important article for the scientific community. The article shows experimental studies and data. However, more data and analysis are required.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article could be improved by using some words that would indicate the article’s strong point.
	

	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.


	As per the overall structure of the paper, the abstract is not comprehensive. The authors need to revise their whole abstract reflecting their work objective, motivation, methods and materials, results, and conclusions briefly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To make the article scientifically robust, the authors must explain the experimental methodologies in detail and show appropriate simulation results using the relevant experimental parameters and their associated values.
There must a separate literature review section. The authors must identify clearly which part is collected from other literature or textbooks with due citations.
The authors must explain how supercapacitors are helping their cause with the experimental data and plots.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are not published recently. More references may be added with relevant literature reviews. These should mainly come from year span 2020-2025.

Formatting of the paper should be aligned with the paper format or template.
	

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


	The author must investigate the English language issue seriously. They may use Grammarly or a similar English language checker to improve their grammar, English language writing style, spelling, choice of appropriate words, typos, etc.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Simulation methodology and hardware methodology must be explained in separate sections. Simulation parameters must be tabulated and explained.

Actual run-time output images are required. The finalized device image is required.

The cost comparison must be given in tabular format in the discussion section by comparing with the others as it is a major claim in the abstract by the authors.

The other important improvements must be discussed in detail by comparing with the others as well.

The axis labels must be inserted properly in all figures. There must be separate markers and line colors for each plot on the same graph paper.
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