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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.
	This paper presents a novel approach fore negative-binomial geometric convolutions mechanism to carry out withdrawal risk modelling. The abstract provides a concise overview of the paper; however, including specific quantitative improvements achieved by used method. The results shows that the model explains various effects of withdrawal probability on customer size and as well as withdrawal size.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, title of the article suitable
	

	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.
	The abstract provides a concise overview of the paper; however, including specific quantitative improvements achieved by used method
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Need Some revision: The literature review provides valuable insights but could be improved by summarizing key features and limitations of the compared algorithms in a tabular format. The conclusion effectively summarizes the work but could include a brief mention of the computational complexity of the proposed algorithm compared
to other methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant and considered in well manner, but it would better to add few more relevant references.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Quality of Article is suitable for scholarity communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The conclusion effectively summarizes the work but could include a brief mention of the computational complexity of the proposed algorithm compared to other methods.
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