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	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.


	The research proposes a statistical framework that addresses a critical challenge in dose-finding studies and provides a good alternative to established practices. The stepwise confidence-based procedure is of novel nature and ensures strong coverage probability. The analysis of the technique’s effectiveness is validated with established data and the authors clearly present the efficiency of using Wilson score interval. This could serve as good guidance for practitioners looking to use this method for MSD.
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	The research is scientifically correct, the authors provide proofs for their approach and have used Baysian simulation practices to validate their research.
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	The language is pretty good, understandable and of high academic standard.
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