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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments | The manuscript has the following drawbacks:

(1)

(2)

3)

(4)
()

Repeated abbreviations: The squared error loss function (SELF), Quadratic loss function (QLF) for example
should not be repeated subsequently. Subsequently squared error loss function should be written as SELF,
Quadratic loss function as QLF, and Gumbel-Lomax Distribution as GuLD. In other words, use only
abbreviated letters after the initial abbreviations.

Some grammatical errors: In line 2, using Bayesian method; should be using Bayesian method. Line
11, estimators using Maximum likelihood method instead estimators using the maximum likelihood method.
There are more grammatical errors and problems with punctuation on most of the pages.

What is the relationship between these two sets of variables X, X,,...., X, and, X = (Xl, Xy ees Xn) 2
For example, check Equation (4) and immediately after Equation (12).
All references to a named table should start with a capital letter T, For examples, From table 2, should be

written as: From Table 2. Also, table 2 and 3 should be written as : In Tables 2 and 3. .
The authors failed to explain why the sample size at h= 23 stands out in all the graphs.
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