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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.


	The manuscript is focusing on Battery management in Electric motorcycles to enhance the usage of electric vehicle battery. 
Battery balancing is required to avoid the overheat or full discharge of the battery. 
In the manuscript both simulation and hardware implementation are analysed.

Comparison of active and passive cell balancing are shown in simulation. Show the variation of time taken and voltage gained or current ratings in terms of percentage between the active and passive balancing which enhances the usage. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable.
Justify the title showing the cost difference between passive, active balancing techniques and mention why the designed model is low cost. 
	

	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 having the supporting statements. (one or more answers are missing from the below)

What is proposed in the research article is proposed? What is the problem statement? What is the technical solution? Methodology followed, Tools used and results of the proposed research work. What is the benefit of this research work to the society? (results must include the variations to be mentioned in comparison with existing topologies)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript explanation is scientifically correct. Simulations are developed without any scientific formulae. Supporting equations enhances the simulations and results also. 
Entire work is analysed only in charging mode. Discharging mode analysis is not shown.

What is the use of Flyback converter?

Tabulate the results instead of just showing them in figures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not sufficient. 
Appropriate citation is required for the work.
	

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


	Yes. English quality is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	References used are not sufficient. Proper citations are required. 
Tabulate the results instead of just showing them in figures.

Citing of each figure in the content is necessary. Follow the same nomenclature for figures throughout the document. Proper mentioning of the individual battery rating is required in the manuscript.
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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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