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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.


	The study looks at harmonic distortion from popular household bulbs (LED, CFL, fluorescent with choke, and incandescent) and how it impacts power quality, which has a direct impact on transformer heating, distribution system efficiency, metering accuracy, and customer equipment dependability. In order to quantify how energy-saving lighting might inadvertently deteriorate power quality if left unchecked, the article presents waveforms, harmonic spectra, THD, and power factor for several lamp types. For utilities and regulators establishing restrictions on lighting equipment on low-voltage networks, this subject is still pertinent. The work may be used as a useful reference for PQ evaluations in residential settings with a more transparent process and adherence to norms.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Mostly suitable and descriptive.
	

	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.


	Partly comprehensive. It states the problem and indicates the main finding (LED/CFL produce high harmonics), but it should:

· Add concise quantitative highlights (e.g., measured current THD ranges for each lamp).

· Clarify measurement context (instrument, test conditions, repetition, supply characteristics).

· Avoid broad generalizations and emphasize what was measured and concluded from data.
This will make the abstract more informative and reproducible.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Directionally correct but requires significant strengthening to be fully robust.

Need improvement in 

1. Method detail & repeatability

2. Current vs voltage harmonics

3. Harmonic orders & limits
4. Terminology & consistency 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Adequate for foundational context but skewed older. Many citations pre-2016; consider adding more recent works on LED driver harmonics, residential feeder PQ surveys, and compliance with IEC 61000-3-2 (lighting) and IEEE 519 (system limits). Include sources that connect lamp-level emissions to feeder voltage distortion via network impedance, and recent studies on PF correction and active filtering in lighting. Also ensure all in-text claims (e.g., device sensitivity, metering errors) cite traceable technical references.
	

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


	Readable but needs copy-editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Add a methods box summarizing test set-up, instrumentation, and assumptions.

Provide a comparison table: lamp type → rated power → measured real power → current THD (%) → displacement PF → true PF → dominant orders → compliance note (pass/fail vs IEC class).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	None apparent.
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