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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.


	This manuscript presents a valuable contribution to financial mathematics by introducing a convolution-based approach to modeling withdrawal risk. The methodology offers a novel perspective that enhances the accuracy and flexibility of risk assessment, which is especially relevant for applications in retirement planning, investment strategies, and actuarial forecasting. The integration of mathematical convolution into this domain fills an important gap in existing literature and can serve as a foundation for further research and practical implementations in financial risk analysis.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and effectively summarizes the objective, methodology, and significance of the study. It clearly communicates the use of convolution techniques in modeling withdrawal risk and outlines the practical relevance of the approach. The abstract successfully captures the essence of the research and its potential impact on financial modeling. No major additions or deletions are necessary, though the authors may consider briefly mentioning key results or findings to further enhance its clarity and completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The mathematical formulations and convolution-based approach are logically structured and well-grounded in established principles. The methodology is appropriately applied to the problem of withdrawal risk modeling, and the theoretical framework is sound. The results align with the proposed objectives, demonstrating the practical relevance and validity of the approach.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant to the subject matter. They provide a solid foundation for the theoretical and methodological aspects discussed. While most references are appropriate, the manuscript could benefit from the inclusion of a few more recent studies (from the past 3–5 years) to reflect the latest advancements in risk modeling and convolution methods in finance. Including recent literature would further strengthen the research context and demonstrate awareness of ongoing developments in this field.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally well-written, with clear explanations and appropriate use of technical terminology. Minor grammatical improvements or rephrasing in a few places could enhance the overall readability, but these do not detract from the clarity or scientific value of the work.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-structured and insightful manuscript that introduces a novel application of convolution techniques to model withdrawal risk. The topic is timely and relevant, with clear implications for both theoretical development and practical implementation in financial risk analysis. With minor enhancements to references and language polishing, the manuscript has strong potential to contribute meaningfully to the literature in mathematical finance and applied probability.
No, there are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript. The work is theoretical in nature and does not involve human subjects, sensitive data, or experimental procedures requiring ethical approval.

No, there are no competing interest issues identified in this manuscript. The authors appear to have conducted the research independently without any conflicts of interest that could influence the results or interpretation.
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