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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. Page 3, line 90, 3 should be removed and change all section number accordingly.  
2. In simulations, for large value of sample size i.e n=120 results shows NAN and 

infinity, please add this limitation in in the conclusion. As sample size increases the 
results not valid in case of estimators and posterior risks. 

3. The results are simple and straight forward, no new technique will be implemented. 
4. Add real life example to justify the results of simulation. 

All corrections have been effected accordingly. 
Also the suggestions have been incorporated. 
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