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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

First, I would like to congratulate the authors for their excellent work, below are some 
recommendations to qualify the work, such as: 
• Rewrite the Abstract of this work, highlighting the relevance and importance of this work 
for the world scientific community, between 150-250; 
• Rewrite and insert 5 (five) most relevant keywords; 
• I suggest revising the last paragraph of the Introduction, please rewrite reporting the 
purpose of this work; 
• Please work more on the Methodology of this work, use the 5W2H concept; 
• Please address more and describe more the importance of Tables, Figures and their 
respective data present in the Article; 
• Describe and insert more relevant information in the Conclusion of this work; 
• Please insert more References in this current high-impact work (2017-2022), and 
preferably from the Asian Journal of Probability and Statistics; 
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