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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.


	1. Studies and research on statistical calculations are essential to shed new light on a scientific field.

2. There has been extensive discussion on statistical calculations using Bayesian regression models for various forms of in-depth analysis and utilization, including prediction and relationships between variables.

3. This research concept provides a different discussion on the subject, further enriching the reference sources for similar models.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, its suitable, but it will be better if can be additional with the object of prediction
	

	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.


	Yes, it’s already comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There has been an implementation of the calculations using formulas according to the model used, and the results have been scientifically documented. Therefore, it can be said that this concept has been scientifically documented.
	

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

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


	Yes, it is suitable, but it would be better if you paid more attention to making the writing structure neater and checked the language again for perfection.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The concept of the writing is very good, but it needs a few more of improvements to be perfect. 
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