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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	This research gives us an important new understanding for improving solar systems that combine power and heat generation. It shows exactly how the flow of cooling water affects not just a solar cell's temperature, but its very core electronic behaviours- like how easily charges move within it. We see a key practical balance: while more cooling helps, its benefit lessens as the flow increases, pointing toward smarter design. In the end, this work pushes forward both the theory and the real-world creation of better,
more stable high-performance solar energy solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Thermal and Electrical Response of a Crystalline Silicon Solar Cell to Varying Water Mass Flow Rates under Concentrated Light
	

	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.
	I think the abstract does a good job of covering the main points, but it could be even stronger. Right now, a paragraph is accidentally repeated, which lessens its punch, and the structure meanders a bit.
To really sharpen it, I'd suggest cutting that duplicate section first. Then, try reordering the remaining text to follow a clearer storyline: start with the study's goal and methods, then present the most important
cause-and-effect findings, and finish with the big-practical takeaway for designing better systems. This flow would help the reader grasp the significance more easily.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript gets the science right. The methods are sound, and the findings hold up well, thanks to the solid models and supporting references. We didn't spot any major issues with the physics, the math, or how
the results are explained-it all comes together clearly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references look solid and up-to-date enough to back up the paper's points—the research definitely
holds up as is. Adding a couple of the suggested ones would just help round out the conversation, especially on newer cooling techniques and current silicon cell modelling, but it's not a must.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Overall, the manuscript is clear and the science comes across well enough for review. That said, the draft could really use a close language edit to polish it up to the level expected by top journals.
My suggestion would be to go through it line by line to fix the repeated section, smooth out any clunky phrasing, and catch small grammar slips. Having a good proofreader or an English-savvy colleague take a
look would make a big difference in getting it ready for submission.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The research is publishable in scope and quality. Addressing the editorial issues (duplication and language) will elevate the manuscript's professionalism and ensure its findings are communicated with the clarity they deserve. The scientific foundation is robust, and the work provides practical insights for the CPVT community.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No, there are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript based on the content provided.
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