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	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.


	1. In this research paper, abstract effectively summarizes the research methodology and findings, particularly in explaining how "the results of the analysis show MSE is 0.024 in the absence of outliers" and demonstrating the progressive impact of outliers.
2. Researcher demonstrate strong technical knowledge in explaining complex statistical concepts, especially in your thorough explanation of the Buys-Ballot methodology and its applications.
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4. Review, mathematical notation formatting for consistency. For example, some variables are italicized while others are not. Standardize the formatting throughout.
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