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 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 
 

In this article alternative estimators have been derived for the variance components 
using MIVQUE of two way nested model in the presence of missing observations.  
 
It is a good piece of work. However, it should be revised on the following points 

1. The simulation study results are not reported in the manuscript. 
2. The models compared using simulation study such as MMIV(MIV(0)), 

MMIV(ANOVA) etc.  are not mentioned anywhere. 
3. Grammar and the language should be thoroughly checked.  
4. Formatting of the article is required. 
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