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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 
 

The purpose of this paper was to demonstrate the best stratification rule under two 
allocation methods in the case of separate and combined ratio estimators.  
The abstract, introduction, material and method, result and conclusion are clearly written. 
However, the following are my comments:  

1. the introduction should be reconstructed stating what has been done in the past, 
problem statement, the motivation and aim and objective of the present study. 

2. Literature review section should be included 
3. The materials used in the work are outdated. Recent materials should be reviewed. 
4. The methods used in the work was not discussed 
5. The author should create a conclusion/future research section 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The study carried by the author is interesting if the comments are reviewed 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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