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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. The mathematical expressions in the paper must be improved, there are many inconsistencies that 
difficult the reading. I recommend using the same equation editor to write math expressions. 
 
2. The figures are so poor, the author must include clear figures and be careful with the dimensions, 
legends, and colors. 
 
3. The application must be improved. A plot density for the remission time could help the reader to 
understand the variable behavior. The null hypothesis for the 3 test must be included. It is better to 
unify the results in table 6.2, using P-values is the usual way to report test results. Please include a 
quantile-quantile plot for the TLED distribution to show the fitted model. 
 
4. I suggest to include an URL with the R codes used in the paper to help the reader replicate the 
application. The GitHub free service can be used to this. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Other minor comments are in the revised paper (in pdf format) to help the authors improve the 
document. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
PART  2:  
 

 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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