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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 manucript is timely in its contribution to the scientific community as it expands the current paradigm of quantitative randomized response methods to an optional one, which enables filling a long-standing gap between privacy protection and estimation efficiency. The methodology of sensitive-survey is a dynamic area of research, and the presented additive optional randomized response model will present a new mechanism, according to which the respondent will be able to select the option of a truthful and scrambled response considering it to be sensitive, and eventually enhance the quality of responses and participating rates. The unbiased estimators that are developed under both SRS and PPS sampling plans increase the use of the model in the real-world survey where auxiliary information is usually available. In general, the article offers methodological contributions that have the potential to enable less biased, ethical, and more sound data collection in research that uses socially sensitive variables, which is of great significance to statisticians, demographers, researchers in the field of public-health, and practitioners of social sciences.
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	The abstract is not very comprehensive but informative. It also needs to state briefly of the model, the sensitivity level W estimation, and a short quantitative observation of the simulation. These points would make the abstract more sufficient and effective.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As a reviewer, I find that the conceptual framework is scientifically sound and right to come up with the unbiased estimators in both SRS and PPS sampling schemes. The expressions and derivations of variances and efficiency are similar to the existing literature of randomized responses. Nonetheless, a few of the steps- especially the derivation of the PPS variance and the weighted privacy-efficiency measure- could use a better explanation of why and more in between explanations to increase the level of transparency and reproducibility.
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