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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 paper tackles a critical difficulty in the integration of renewable energy into microgrid systems The authors propose a unique combination of Adaptive Droop Control (ADC) optimized using Genetic Algorithms (GA) and tie-line stabilization to improve power-sharing, frequency control, and voltage stability in linked solar micro-grids. This research has practical implications for both urban and rural energy infrastructure since it promotes the integration of renewable energy in a sustainable and reliable manner.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 effectively outlines the problem, the proposed solution, and the significance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a thorough literature review, robust methodology, and logical structure.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and most of the references are after 2020.
	

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


	Yes, the language is understandable but requires improvement. Uses of informal word like pretty, folks, tweaks its setting on the fly should be avoided and should be revised to 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The methodology section could be improved by including GA parameters description.
2. Labell all the figures and tables clearly.
3. In conclusion mention limitation and future work of your research which will enhance the paper’s effectiveness.
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