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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 manuscript addresses an important and practical topic: the design, materials, and evolving trends of photovoltaic (PV) mounting structures. As PV deployment scales and moves into more diverse terrains (agrivoltaics, floating PV, coastal and offshore sites), the choice of mounting systems and materials is a critical enabler for system reliability, lifetime and whole-system costs. The review brings together structural types (fixed, tracking, flexible), material advances (high-strength steels, aluminum, FRP/BFRP, nano-reinforced polymers) and future directions (intelligent tracking, lightweighting, sustainability), which is useful for engineers and researchers planning field projects or materials R&D.
The authors should explicitly state the scientific gap this review aims to fill.

Highlight the practical relevance to the renewable energy community: how optimized mounting structures affect cost, efficiency, and sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is accurate but somewhat long and generic.
	

	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.


	1. A short statement of the review methodology (databases searched, time range, inclusion/exclusion criteria or number of papers surveyed).
2. Clarify conditions for quantitative claims (e.g., “tracking mounts can increase power generation efficiency by 15–30%” — specify whether this refers to single-axis vs dual-axis and what climate/latitudes or system types were considered).

3. Mention main gaps identified (e.g., wind-induced vibration and durability for flexible systems; LCA and recyclability of composites)

4. Missing link between research gap  and the contribution of this paper
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Cite every quantitative claim with precise reference numbers and specify test or site conditions.

Clarify comparative discussions: For example, explicitly compare FRP vs. steel not only by weight but by cost, stiffness, corrosion resistance, and lifecycle.

Explain uncertainties and limitations: Acknowledge that field conditions (wind load, corrosion environment, snow load) vary across geographies.

Strengthen the discussion section: Include a synthesis table showing pros and cons of each mounting type.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Add recent (2023–2025) publications from global sources such as Renewable & Sustainable Energy Reviews, Solar Energy, IEEE Access, or Applied Energy.
Use a uniform citation style
	

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


	Revise sentences for conciseness and correct tense usage.
Use “PV” uniformly (not “pv” or “photovoltaic system” interchangeably).

Ensure figures/tables have captions and are numbered sequentially.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The review lacks an explicit methodology section and critical synthesis.
Add a “Review Methodology” section.

Organize by categories (structural types → materials → innovations → challenges).
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