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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. A clear motivation for the proposed distribution is missing: which problem of the 
many already existing competition distributions is solved by this proposal? How to 
decide whether a simpler distribution is already adequate for a given data set, or 
whether this more general and more complicated distribution class is needed? 

 
2. In the introduction section is not clearly justified why investigate of interest these 
results in the statistical literature. Furthermore, author should clearly highlight 
purposes and motivation of each section. 

 
3. Our main orientation is towards novel contributions to statistical theory. The 
results should mainly be presented in form of theorems with their mathematical 
proofs. It is expected that the proofs are not merely routine calculations. 
Additionally, the discussions of results in their value for the theory or for 
applications could be a valuable addition, as well as numerical results on the 
eefficiency or examples for the application of the theoretical results. 

 
4. The authors need to concentrate on the quality of English writing. There are 
several mistakes observed in this article. 

 
5. The description of the estimation procedure is a little bit too brief. It would be 
good to expand on the algorithm used to estimate the model parameters (are they 
using a Newton-Raphson algorithm with the exact Hessian matrix?). 

 
6. A simulation study is required to assess the eficiency of the estimators of 
parameters. The authors need to address this point. 

 
7. In practice, much lifetime data is subject to censoring, but there is no discussion 
of this. Nor of the extension to regression models. 

 
8. At least a short discussion on the estimation under Bayesian paradigm would be 
really nice. This would really strengthen the content of the paper. 

 
9. In the application, what is the question of interest, or is it simply an exercise in 
finding a well-fitting distribution? What do these extended distributions tell us about 
the data? 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Several equations are numbered and are not cited in the paper. 
2. References should be standardized. 
3. We also think that the authors should carefully read their paper to eliminate the eventual 
typos. 
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