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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle 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?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion
of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

| have found that the paper very good. The title, abstract and key words are good.

In the introduction, the authors describe in a very good way, all the fundamentals with very
good references, of the paper. The authors include an overview the Dagum distribution
using good references.

In Mathematical and Statistical Properties , the authors present all fundamental equations
that are necessary to understand the paper.

In Methods of Estimation, the authors describe, in a very well way, the proposed estimation
methods.

In Bayesian Estimators using Different Prior and Loss Functions, the authors show the risk
function and K-loss function and the entropy loss function, and then, they have done a
simulation study and a real case study, presented in tables of the paper. The conclusions of
the paper are very interesting.

The References are good.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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