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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.

	This manuscript presents a study of great scientific value that applies Johansen's Vector Error Correction Model (VECM) to forecast photovoltaic (PV) energy production in Mauritius, based on models developed for Reunion Island. The importance of this work lies in its contribution to renewable energy forecasting, which is essential for grid stability in island environments where PV integration can prove difficult. In addition, the study addresses short- and medium-term forecasting horizons, offering adaptable predictive tools that could be enhanced through machine learning. It can be very useful for policymakers and grid operators looking for accurate forecasting solutions for solar power integration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the contenet of the manuscript
	

	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 is comprehensive, providing a clear summary of the study, methodology and main results. It could be improved by highlighting the comparison between predicted and measured results, and the future potential of coupling with artificial intelligence techniques.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate use of statistical methods and rigorous experimental validation. The methodology is well explained and reproducible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are generally sufficient and include recent work. However, the authors might consider adding additional references on hybrid statistical models and machine learning models used in renewable energy prediction.
	

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

	
The manuscript requires minor English language editing for grammatical corrections and simplification of sentence structure. Some long and complex sentences could be restructured for better readability.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
- The figures are numerous; grouping them together or presenting summary tables could improve readability.
- The conclusion could be expanded to mention practical implications for network management.
- A section dealing with the applicability of this model to other island environments or small network contexts would enhance the document.
The manuscript is scientifically sound, methodologically sound and relevant to the scientific community. Revisions are suggested for clarity of language, organization of figures, broadening of discussion.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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