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Compulsory REVISION comments

In this paper, the feasibility of vehicle mileage extension is discussed from the
aspects of wireless charging, hybrid energy storage, solar/wind energy utilization,
thermal management and driving behavior.

But the biggest problem is that some technologies only improve the convenience of
vehicle use, such as wireless charging. Some technologies need to quantify their
contribution to mileage extension from the perspective of energy utilization, using
actual data, such as hybrid energy storage, driving behavior.

In fact, some of the above technologies can indeed improve the vehicle mileage,
such as solar energy utilization and driving behavior adjustment, advanced thermal
management technology, while some technologies can not effectively improve the
vehicle mileage. Therefore, it is suggested that the title of the article should be
changed to: a summary of the key technology application and vehicle performance
improvement of electric vehicles, and then discuss one by one, and elaborate in
depth.

In addition, the discussion of each technology needs to be supported by relevant
references, but there are no sections 5 and 6 in this article.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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