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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Title should be changed. It does not give clear idea of entire work. It will be 

better if you write ‘Lomax-Weibull Distribution: A New Generalization’ 
2. Key words should be written alphabetically. 
3. In section 2, line no. 3, … F(x) and G(x) in formulas (1) and (2),… it should be 

(1.1), (1.2). 
4. Instead of writing Lomax-W distribution, write L-W distribution and mention 

in abbreviated form in section 2. 
5. Write figure 2.1, 2.2, …. instead of 1, 2, 3…... 
6. Calculation part of Section no. 2 is ok. 
7. Section 3, …..To obtain the estimates of the four unknown parameters, one 

can equate equations in (10) to zero and solving them numerically…. 
…rewrite it.  

      8.  Rewrite Section 3.2 . 
      9. Section 4 is ok.  

.       10.  Write Table no.s 4.1, 4.2,….. instead of 1,2,3…. 

.       11.  Section 5 is incomplete. Information regarding section 4 is not included. The 
significance of L-W distribution should be noted in conclusion. 

.      12.  References are not given alphabetically. 
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1. Avoid grammatical mistakes 
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