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PART 1: Review Comments
Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)
Compulsory REVISION comments
Minor REVISION comments
Section 1.1: Consider revising “In England, the yearly costs for energy...... ” | suggest it

reads the ....... The yearly cost of energy.....

Consider merging some paragraphs that are small. For instance, the first paragraph in
section 1.2 containing the definition of energy efficiency.

Delete the provision for reference number 34 in the reference listing.

There are two section 1.2. Data Envelopment and Malmquist index in Energy efficiency
modelling should read 1.3.

Proof read the entire work and label sections correctly.
Clearly state the research gap your study fills in the supposed section 1.3. You further

went ahead to state “This study will therefore fill the gap by utilizing............. ” Without
stating the gap.

Optional/General comments

The research work is well written.
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Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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