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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 
 

The author(s) made effort to compare the fitness of the Lomax-Weibull distribution to that of 
the Lomax-Log-logistic distribution which clearly define the objective of the study. The 
parameters estimate in table 3.8 is overlapping and not clear. Some editorial works needs 
to be done in this paper. A few of the equations should be checked to ensure that they are 
properly in line, like equation (2.5) and equation 2.6). Also, the equations numbers are not 
aligned.    
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Turn-it-in similarity index reveals that the work is 27% similar to the existing online 
materials; the author may need to edit and reduce to at most 15% similarity or as 
recommended by the editor in Chief.   
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Optional/General comments 
 

The study is commendable  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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