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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 manuscript presents a comprehensive technical and economic comparison between gas and diesel generator systems for telecommunication base stations. The study is robust, methodologically sound, and supported by detailed RAM and LCOE analyses. The paper is relevant to the energy research community, especially within developing economies.

This manuscript provides valuable insights into optimizing energy supply systems for telecommunication base stations—an increasingly critical infrastructure in developing regions. Its integration of RAM and LCOE analyses offers a holistic evaluation framework not commonly presented in prior literature. The work significantly contributes to policy, operational planning, and long-term investment strategies in energy‑intensive telecom sectors.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the manuscript's scope. No changes required.


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is clear and well‑structured. It sufficiently covers the objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions. No major revisions needed.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the methodology is well‑defined, formulas are accurate, and results are logically derived. Analysis is rigorous and aligned with standard engineering and techno‑economic evaluation practices.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Yes. The manuscript includes several up‑to‑date (2023–2025) references, particularly from the telecommunications, energy systems, and LCOE modelling domains. But kindly consider the following for more insights (https://doi.org/10.1007/s40435-025-01962-6; 10.1016/j.ijepes.2025.111350)

	

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


	The English language is clear, professional, and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well prepared. Minor improvements could include clearer transitions between the RAM analysis discussion and LCOE results, but overall the structure is strong.
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