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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	There are many new continuous probability distributions that are similar to this distribution and they were all proved to be useful in solving a real life distributional problem. This article will become important if the new distribution is shown to do better than existing distributions and if it can solve some real life problems better than what is known before. The usefulness and necessity must be clearly shown.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title is not good and I cannot suggest a title that may not represent the current content of the article. He can add applications and simulations if incorporated.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is a reproduction from many similar articles without an additional unique features and results. The only difference is the distribution but the characteristics are all the same. The keywords should also be increased.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is lacking in many areas including the general introduction, literature review, the aim, the design, and conclusion. A good article should advance the knowledge that will interest the scientific community.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are only two references and I am sure he can get more than fifty references from the literature.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language should be improved upon for easy reading.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author should beef up his literature review and identify many similar distributions that he should compare with this distribution. Derivation of characteristics of the new distribution alone is too common since it is already a routine in published works. He must justify using a real-life example and/or by simulation that the new distribution performs better than existing ones through a goodness of fit test and that it is necessary and useful.
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