
 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Probability and Statistics  
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJPAS_100665 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Relationship between Karl Pearson’s Coefficient of Skewness ( Sk) and Ginni’s Coefficient of Concentration (G) Under the purview of Digital Payments in India 

Type of the Article  Original Research Article  
 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalajpas.com/index.php/AJPAS/editorial-policy ) 
 

 



 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

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 
 
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? 

 
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) 
 

Relationship between Karl Pearson’s Coefficient of Skewness ( Sk) and Ginni’s Coefficient 
of Concentration (G) Under the purview of Digital Payments in India 
 

1. The manuscript is important for scientific community because it tackles about some of the 
common statistical treatment used in analysing and interpreting result especially in 
quantitative and inferential research 

2. The title is suitable.  
3. The abstract of the article was comprehensive. 
4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate.  
5. Yes, it is scientifically correct.  
6. The references are not sufficient enough  

 
Additional Comments: 
1. In the introduction, more information/background should be included since this is the 

part that will tell what is the research/topic is all about and its relevance. Insertion of 
literature in this part is highly suggested since most of it were from facts and literature.  

2. In the literature, a title for each portion/part should be included in order to 
showcase/show what the stanza is all about. Also, the topic is about numbers and 
computation in nature, however, it is not an excuse to elaborate it further. Additional 
literatures especially the future application of Ginni’s coefficient of concentration in the 
digital payment as well as the significance of conducting this study should be 
emphasize 

3. More literature is expected to be added since additional literature/references were 
being asked in the introduction and related literature. 

4. If the data were come from a source, it is suggested to discuss but at the same time 
considering the anonymity of the firm/source of the data 

5. Make the organization of the data and explanation/discussion better. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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