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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
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1. Yes.  
2. Yes. 
3. Yes.  
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In the equation (7),  
 

 (i+1) should be inside of the summation 
 You need to redefine k_i 
 Second line in (7) is not correct. It should be revised based on the new k_i 

 
The moments is based on equation (7). This section should be revised. For example, mu_r should 
have the summation.  
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
Need revision.  
In abstract, “cases.The” should be “cases. The” 
In introduction, it should be etc. (not etc…) 
Below equation (1), dealing should be deal, flexibility should be flexible.  
Second page: 
“density functions.Numerous” needs space 
Third page 
“Equation (3), can be rewritten as follows” should be “Equation (3) can be rewritten as follows”. 
Fourth page 
Simulating should be “simulating” 
“Which follows (4)” should be “which follows (4) 
Fifth page 
Bowleyskewness should be “Bowley skewness” 
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