Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Probability and Statistics 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJPAS_145577

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Comparison of Robust Methods for Multiple Linear Regression Models

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript provides a valuable comparison of several robust regression estimation methods and Huber estimators, against the traditional OLS approach. Its focus on real-world agricultural data from Iraq enhances the practical relevance of the findings, showing how robust methods perform under data contamination. The study contributes to applied econometrics and statistical modelling by demonstrating the superiority of Huber’s method under specific contamination conditions 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Ok
Remove minor redundancies such as repeated mentions of “outliers or extreme values.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with clear methodology and correct application of robust estimation theory. The models are implemented correctly, and the results are interpreted consistently with statistical theory.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Ok
	

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


	The English language is generally clear and understandable but requires minor grammatical and stylistic editing for fluency 
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Well-structured and provides meaningful empirical evidence.  
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No  
	


Reviewer details:

S. Nagarani, Sri Ramakrishna Institute of Technology, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

