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PART 1: Review Comments
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Compulsory REVISION comments

The text needs to be reviewed in the following direction:
- All equations need to be numbered and referenced properly
- The goal of detailed introduction of different statistical distributions must
be stated clearly, otherwise this is a well-known content and can only be
referenced.
- Application of interpolation need to be further stressed in order to make
sure that reader understands the contribution of the paper.

From the text it is also not clear why there is a dedicated section 2.2. Chart and
how it is related to the overall goal of the paper.

As a general comment, | believe the paper should be restructured in a way that
focuses on the novelty and application of the suggested interpolation approach.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)



http://ditdo.in/ajpas
https://www.journalajpas.com/index.php/AJPAS/editorial-policy

Review Form 1.6

PART 2:

Reviewer's comment

IAuthor’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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Stanimir Ivanov Kabaivanov

Department, University & Country

Plovdiv University “Paisii Hilendarski”, Bulgaria

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




