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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 deals with a subject that is highly relevant at a time when many nations are attempting to transition toward cleaner and more stable energy systems. The integration of solar and wind energy into an existing transmission network is a practical approach to addressing energy shortages, environmental concerns, and economic development challenges. The modelling of a real 72-bus network gives the study a strong applied value, especially for regions where grid expansion and modernization are urgently needed. The work also contributes to on going discussions about hybrid energy systems and how they can enhance reliability and reduce operational costs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title communicates the essence of the study; however, it is long and can be simplified for clarity.
Suitable topic- Modelling a Solar Wind Hybrid System for Enhanced Energy Sustainability Using Existing Grid Infrastructure
	

	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 includes the major aspects of the work, but it would benefit from improved readability and stronger focus. Certain sentences are lengthy and contain repeated ideas related to sustainability and economic growth. Numerical findings (such as renewable penetration, cost reduction, and power quality improvement) appear late in the abstract and could be moved earlier to help the reader understand the significance of the results. Clarifying the methodology in one or two concise statements would also strengthen this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with detailed modelling of solar PV, wind turbine, and ETAP based grid analysis. However:

• The modelling sections contain excessive theoretical derivations that may not directly contribute to the study’s results. 

• Some equations lack proper numbering or context. 

• Figures referenced (e.g., Fig. 1, Fig. 2) are missing in the manuscript file or improperly labelled. 

• Results should include comparative scenarios to justify the hybrid approach more thoroughly
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains a good number of references, but several are dated and may not fully represent the most recent advancements in hybrid system integration. There is a repeated reference number, which should be corrected. Adding more recent works (from 2020 onwards) on renewable-grid coordination, hybrid dispatch, and grid reliability under high penetration would improve the scholarly depth of the paper.
Include more recent studies (2020–2024) focusing on hybrid grid integration and renewable penetration challenges. 

Fix duplicate numbering (Reference [3] appears twice).
	

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


	suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	Ensure all figures and tables are properly formatted and labelled.

* The results section would be clearer if some of the findings were summarised or illustrated graphically.

* The conclusion reiterates several earlier points; it may be strengthened by highlighting more specific quantitative outcomes.

* Minor typographical and formatting corrections are needed throughout the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were identified in this manuscript.
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