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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Manuscript is ingesting 
This study examines the characteristics of slow and fast Coronal Mass Ejections (CMEs) across solar cycles 23 and 24, focusing on variability in parameters such as speed, angular width, and kinetic energy and mass.

The study also finds that CME speeds at 20 solar radii (20Rsun) are generally close to their linear speeds, with slight increases in variability for fast CMEs in cycle 24.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 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.


	ok
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes but improvement is required in literature review
	

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


	ok
	

	Optional/General comments


	Authors are recommended to revise the manuscript. My comments are as follows:

1. Improve the introduction section to increase the readability of the manuscript.

2. Manuscript is lacking in the literature review; therefore, authors are recommended to improve the literature review section with some of the latest articles, such as (a) “Grey wolf optimization based optimal isolated microgrid with battery and pumped hydro as double storage to limit excess energy”, Journal of Energy storage, (b), Optimal design and energy management in isolated renewable sources based microgrid considering excess energy and reliability aspects, Journal of Energy storage.(C) Optimal Design of PV/WT/Battery Based Microgrid for Rural Areas in Leh Using Dragonfly Algorithm, Distributed Generation & Alternative Energy Journal. (d) Techno-economic assessment of hybrid renewable energy system with multi energy storage system using HOMER, Energy. 

3. Highlights the literature review gaps in more precise ways and the contribution of the manuscript.

4. While the introduction adequately covers practical significance, it lacks a thorough discussion of theoretical aspects, research methods, contributions, and the paper's structure.

5. Mathematical modelling is missing, recommended to include mathematical modelling. see Techno-economic and Sensitivity Analysis of Standalone Hybrid Energy System using HOMER Software: A Case Study of Kanur Village in India https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-99-7630-0_21
6. flowchart of operational need to be include. 

7. Add the nomenclature table in this manuscript.
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