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	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 article provides insight into the development of renewable energy, especially in the power storage section with batteries. Comparing active and passive methods by utilizing software simulation. Useful for further research and also in the development of renewable energy in the future.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is “Design and Development of Low-Cost Active Battery Balancing Technique for Electric Motorcycles”.

The title is good enough and able to describe the contents of the article, but for alternative title: “Modeling and Simulation of a Low-Cost Active Battery Balancing Technique for Electric Motorcycles Using MATLAB/Simulink”
	

	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.


	Good abstract is:

1. Writing the Background, the reason or origin of why the research was conducted.

2. Explaining the Research Method, Is it a qualitative method or a quantitative method? This explanation can be delivered briefly and concisely.

3. Explaining the Research Results, whether in the form of a theory, semi-used product, product design or prototype, and so on.

4. Compiling a Conclusion, conclude the research results and briefly explain the impact of implementing the research results.

5. Compiling Keywords

According to the previous explanation, the keywords here are in the form of phrases, not single words. The number of keywords is between 3 to 5, so don't just have one keyword.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	After reading the abstract section, it has shown its scientifically. The manuscript is scientifically with the methodology and result. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent
	

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


	English is good enough.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is quite good in terms of presentation, application and its novelty. 
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