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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 current paper aims to address the issues pertaining to data normality and its implications for quantitative research. While the importance of data normality and its role in many statistical procedures is well recognized, the treatment of the topic in many practical research studies remains merely mechanical and inadequate. In this paper, it is obtained that a good approach to doing research in social science should consider the analysis of normality.

The article appears interesting and detailed, and leads to possible applications in the field of Statistics applied to the social sciences.
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	The title appears correct and comprehensive.
	

	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.


	I think that the abstract of the article is well-written, clear, and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears correct, well-structured, and understandable. The subject of the manuscript appears sufficiently innovative. The model and the solution method are clearly outlined. The results and analysis are well-defined and explained in detail. 
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	In general, they are recent and compatible with the topic under discussion. 
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	English should be improved in some parts. Several grammatical errors can be detected, for example, with software like "Grammarly".
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	In conclusion, we can say that the manuscript can be considered a good work in his field. 
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