Abstract:  
It would be good to include some statistics about electricity access across the country, in rural and urban areas, fuels used for cooking and space heating, etc. to set out the key challenges.
On what basis do you assess the views of key policy stakeholders?   Do you have views of any other non-key stakeholders or what are your criteria for assessment?

1. Introduction
The paper still needs editing and restructuring to improve readability.
The summary of electricity sources is not clear; where does the 363-346 MW come from? We updated numbers and added reference from USAID https://www.usaid.gov/powerafrica/malawi  Is the 20MW from Zambia on top of that? No. Where will the coal come from for the Kam’mwamba station, why is it needed, how long would it take to build, will this raise energy costs to consumers? Clearly this would not be ‘clean’ energy, so what are the politics of this proposal’s even being considered?   Is there a constituency for clean energy in the context of energy justice?

We reflected on each point above and added new sentences throughout the introduction. 

Explain what the energy justice framework is more fully, since this is your theoretical approach in the paper, and explain how you use this framework in coding your interview data.  What kinds of information did you try to obtain from the interviews?
On what basis did you choose your interviewees?

We added two new paragraphs on the energy justice framework and a new infographic designed (figure 2) for this paper. 

The Introduction should motivate the paper more compellingly, for example by outlining the current state of affairs:    x percent of Malawians don’t have any access at all to electricity, while industrial development is also constrained due to power limitations, etc. etc., and therefore the government is considering a dirty coal power plant because options for renewables are limited – or whatever the case is (?)   Set out the key challenges in detail including environmental, political, social, geographic, etc. factors. Then say, to explore the current situation from an energy justice perspective we sought out more information from key interviewees.  List them and tell why their views and perspectives are important.   Are they all coming from the same place with regard to energy justice?   Why do you think their comments will give a complete picture of what the country’s options are? Then say, to help frame our detailed interview questions for each interviewee, we conducted a detailed review of energy challenges in Malawi, which is summarized in the following section.

We added new figures setting out electricity access in Malawi and elaborate the key challenges. We make explicit that the government of Malawi is considering the new coal power plant to increase energy supply. We outline the process of analysis involved application of the energy justice framework to interview discourses in the methods. 

2.  Literature review
In my view, you should organize the literature review with sub-headings on specific topics, grouping the literature reviewed according to key points you wish to make.
Again, editing is needed for clarity and organization.  At  line 77  there is an incomplete sentence and in a number of sentences there are missing words or grammatical errors.
The material in the first paragraph of section 2.2 could be moved up to the Introduction to explain the energy justice framework and help motivate your study, which applies this framework in the context of Malawi.
At the end of the literature review, please give details, based on the other authors’ work that you have reviewed, on what each aspect of the energy justice trilemma signifies in  Malawi?   How do you understand energy supply, energy access, and sustainability in your study?   What questions did you ask your interviewees to see how they each understood each of these three aspects?

· Addressed comment over energy justice- introduction to energy justice provided at beginning of paper to frame in context of Malawi. 
· We have replaced supply with generation to clarify ambiguity over meaning. 
· Have clarified in text where energy access refers to 1) electricity access of 2) access to electricity and clean cooking solutions 
· Recognition in methods of normativity of concept of justice and of differing stakeholder background and assumptions. This research does not seek to generalize stakeholder perspectives and recognizes inherent subjectivity in all research. 

3. Methods
Explain the relationship between the three “trilemma” factors and the other three aspects you explore: distribution, recognition and procedural injustices – plus energy consumption and production -- and how you tried to explore all this in your interviews.  I had trouble understanding what your starting-point structure was for relating all this.  Did you have hypotheses regarding how the interviewees would categorize these factors and their relationships?  How do those hypotheses relate to the energy justice framework?
This would be the point to explain how you chose your interviewees and why you believe that together they will provide a balanced view of the national situation.   Did you expect that certain interviewees would bring particular perspectives because of their positionality?

· This research emerges from a constuctivist tradition, and therefore there is an explicit understanding that all research and interviews conducted outside of the authors lived experiences are inherently subjective and positional. We do not approach this research from a positivist perspective and therefore did not strive to confirm or reject a pre-existing hypothesis. 
· Recognition of inclusion of elite stakeholders in discussion on recognition injustices 
 
4. Analysis
If the information you summarize regarding energy access, distribution, rural-urban and industrial access issues, blackouts etc. was only available through the interviews you did, then state that.  If you were able to confirm it from other sources, explain how.  Do your results form a new data set on energy access in Malawi?  Try to add numbers and quantify the statements wherever possible.    Please distinguish between factual information you obtained from the interviews and interviewees’ opinions or emphases based on their special perspectives.
Sub-heads to organize the interview results would help to organize this section and highlight conclusions and areas of agreement among interviewees.    You could highlight particular quotations by setting them off in boxes or indenting them, or using italics.   The interviewee’s positionality would help illuminate these quotes if it is possible to add any details about the speaker.
Were you able to draw any conclusions about how energy decentralization is related to energy justice?   Is the centralized grid a source of injustice?  What drives this?
You should probably explain your use of financing inequities as parallel to procedural injustice – as noted in earlier review comments.
· We make explicit that this research is qualitative, and therefore insights presented are from interviews (indicated by # referring to interviewee)
· Added in descriptors to indicate explicitly where a viewpoint is presented by a given stakeholder (e.g., interviewees described) to clarify confusion over information 
· Qualitative research involving interviews and so this research does not seek to quantify energy access in Malawi (organizations such as the World Bank and IEA report on many dimensions of access and generation). Instead, this work is concerned with the perceptions of energy policy by stakeholders working in this sector. 

5. Conclusions and policy recommendations
Make clear who the policy recommendations are for:   what is the audience?   The government is not a monolith, so which agency are you saying should do what?   How should they work together to accomplish whatever the interviewees are recommending, and how many of the interviewees recommended it?
If the advice is for the government, it is not too helpful to say first of all that the national government and national utilities should reduce their role.   Is this piece of advice for someone else?  Who?
The advice about decentralization and local energy democracy and local environmental management likewise needs a clear audience and one or more champions.  Who are these likely to be?   If you can add this, based on your interviews, it would help to tie up the paper – what is your theory of change for how what you are recommending might come to pass?

You have done a lot of work and have useful things to say about the energy transition and energy justice in Malawi.  I think that with one more attempt to organize, clarify and name the main actors who may be positioned to bring about the changes you recommend, this paper will be a useful contribution to the literature.

· Incorporated comments on concluding statement on reducing role of government in electrification planning in Malawi 
· Conclusion with policy recommendations (for range of diverse stakeholders working  in sphere of energy system planning) 
· Incorporated statement of theory of change 






