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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 scientific community stands to gain much, including deep insights from these well elucidated comprehensive analyses, and professionally handled research findings from a review on climate-proof energy systems. It is a case study spanning across continents, involving poor economies and the strategic application of mini-grid to enhance energy resilience by hybrid mode, for sustainable provision of renewable energy, despite the increasing adverse climatic challenges. Interestingly, the study targets at finding technological solutions beyond barriers, for availability and affordability of climate-resilient energy innovative adaptations through mini-grid systems for communities; with regulatory measures through governance.     
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article,  “Climate-Proof Power Systems: A Review of Mini-Grid Designs for Resilient Energy Transition; A Zambian Experience”, is apt and 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 of the article is reasonably comprehensive but, with some minor observations and suggestions. The points I want to suggest in this section are made as follows; 
1. The abstract is more than 300 words (302), and needs to be trimmed down not to exceed 300 words.

2. Rephrasing ambiguous part marked RED for the author “Despite these advancements, several persistent barriers remain. Key among them are inadequate access to concessional and patient capital, fragmented regulatory environments, and limited technical and managerial capacity among indigenous.” As shown in CAPITAL LETTERS; “DESPITE THESE ADVANCEMENTS, SEVERAL KEY PERSISTENT BARRIERS INCLUDE CONCESSIONAL CAPITAL, FRAGMENTED REGULATORY ENVIRONMENTS, LIMITED TECHNICAL AND MANAGERIAL CAPACITY AMONG OTHERS”. Makes a more grammatical sense, and also reduces the entire abstract to less than 300 words (293 words). 
3. Keywords should not exceed 6 (but 10 in number), I therefore suggest the following 5 for the author;  Energy resilience, Climate-resilient mini-grid systems, Hybrid renewable energy systems, Governance, Access to community finance,
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The entire manuscript is scientifically correct. The concept of the research work is captured in the context, and well elucidated in the in the content. The methodology and the arrangement of the analytical study were properly arranged; which includes the referencing.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author gave sufficiently enough references (50 references on the whole). They are properly referenced and correctly auto generated in the required style.
	

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


	The author’s English language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The investigative analysis actually took much number of pages than normal but, it is understood because of the comparative analytical reviews made along with all the numerous data and table used to further support the deep findings made in the course of the review.  
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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