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Reviewer’'s comment
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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
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Compulsory REVISION comments 1. They claimed that one method has been proposed. How the properties were
checked for the method is not clear?
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 2. Simulated data were used, but for the property checking, how many times
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) the process were repeated? There is no information about it.
3. Why the chi-square value were considered instead of p-value?
2. 1s the title of the article suitable? 4. What does the “Accept” word means in the tables? Does it mean
(If not please suggest an alternative title) something important? How?

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)

Minor REVISION comments The article should provide an idea about the Buys-Ballot table for the flexibility of the readers.

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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