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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 102 mentions data with frequency 

with many zeros, however, the conclusion does 

not mention best model(s) for data with 

frequency of many zeros which is one of the 

main thrust of the paper as per introduction.  

Secondly If that was to be considered then I 

would like to believe comparison for such data 

would have required Zero inflated Poisson 

distribution as it deals with frequency with many 

zeros well than NB or even Poisson distribution. I 

would suggest the use of Zero inflated on the 

data with frequency with many zeros against. 

2. Overally find the paper as a repetition of 

what is already known eg NB is not good for 

under dispersed data except little application in 
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Minor REVISION comments 

 

3. page 108 line 9 there are two 

summations which are incomplete as they sum 

nothing eg ∑ = 0.99948 

4. The paper uses different decimals that 

alternates between 2, 3 and even up to 5 

decimals which I think consistence should be 

followed 
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