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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.


	This manuscript presents a valuable contribution to renewable energy applications, particularly in the context of energy storage and water resource management in developing regions like Burkina Faso. The study explores the practical use of supercapacitors to overcome intermittency issues associated with solar energy in solar pumping systems. It offers insights into sustainable solutions for agriculture, which is crucial for food security and rural development. The experimental validation enhances the reliability of the findings and can inspire further research and implementation in similar climates and geographical settings.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is mostly appropriate and clearly conveys the core focus of the study.
	

	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 provides a decent overview of the work but could benefit from the following improvements:

1. Include numerical values that highlight the efficiency and performance of the system under test. 2. Add a concluding statement emphasizing the broader implications or practical benefits.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically detailed. The experimental approach is valid, and the data interpretation is generally appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are mostly relevant but could be enhanced with more recent (last 5 years)
	

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


	The English language is understandable but needs moderate revision to improve clarity and grammar (in Conclusion + sign is used it is suggested to write Positive). There are numerous instances of awkward phrasing, tense inconsistencies, and punctuation errors. It is recommended to subject the manuscript to professional language editing or thorough proofreading before final publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The materials and methods section is well detailed and reproducible. Incorporate a conclusion section that summarizes findings, implications, and recommendations for future research.
The manuscript titled “Experimental study of a solar pumping system with supercapacitors in Burkina Faso” presents a novel and practically relevant contribution to the application of renewable energy in agricultural water management. The experimental validation enhances the credibility of the work, and the focus on supercapacitor-based energy buffering under low solar irradiance conditions is both timely and technically sound. However, the manuscript would benefit from minor revisions in the following areas:

1. Improvement in English language clarity and grammar throughout the text.

2. Slight enhancement of the abstract to reflect key numerical outcomes and broader impacts.

3. Update and expand the reference list to include recent literature from the last 3–5 years.

The authors are advised to incorporate these minor adjustments to enhance the manuscript’s quality and suitability for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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