EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	a. No description of the research methodology is provided.

b. No theoretical, experimental, or simulation-based analysis is presented to support cross-validation or model comparison.

c. The manuscript focuses solely on describing the “Autonomous Power Generating System (APGS)” assembly process and final construction outcome, without any post-development performance testing, system evaluation, or quantitative validation. Therefore, the manuscript does not sufficiently demonstrate the feasibility, correctness, or scientific contribution of the work.

The current version provides useful contributions only at the engineering process and system-assembly level; however, it lacks scientific rigor in articulation of research methodology and does not include performance assessment, testing evidence, or analytical validation. As such, the work is more appropriately classified as a preliminary technical report rather than a publishable research article.
	a. This research was mainly based on three important methods adopted for engineering process design of the engineering system. 
b. Yes, the study mainly focuses on the materials adopted for constructing the whole system, emphasizing their suitability, functionality, and contribution to the overall design
c. The scope of the manuscript was to develop engineering assembly process while performance testing, system evaluation, or quantitative validation would be analyzed in future publication.
We sincerely appreciate your effort and the thorough scrutiny given to this manuscript. We are considering the best approach to repackage and improve the manuscript should it be unable to progress at this stage.
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