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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.


	This manuscript presents a novel log-exponential estimator for estimating the finite population mean using auxiliary information under SRSWOR. The introduction of dual parameters (α and β) provides greater flexibility in controlling bias and variance compared to traditional single-parameter estimators. The study contributes significantly to the field of survey sampling by offering both theoretical advancements and practical validation through simulation and real-data analysis. The proposed estimator has potential applications in statistical surveys, economics, and data-driven policy studies where efficient estimation is critical.
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	A Log-Exponential Estimator for Finite Population Mean Using Auxiliary Information: Theory and Applications


	

	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 is informative and covers the methodology, theoretical development, and key findings. However, the following improvements are suggested:

· Clearly state the research gap addressed by the study.

· Briefly highlight the practical significance of the estimator.

· Reduce minor repetition and improve clarity in mathematical expressions.

· Include a short statement on real-world applicability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous. The derivations of bias and mean squared error using second-order approximation are appropriate, and the theoretical comparisons are well justified. The simulation design and real-data application further support the validity of the proposed estimator. However, minor clarification in some derivation steps would improve readability for a broader audience.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include foundational works in survey sampling. However, the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies (post-2015) related to auxiliary-variable estimators and exponential-type estimators to strengthen the literature review.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable and appropriate for academic writing. However, there are minor grammatical errors, formatting inconsistencies, and typographical issues (especially in mathematical expressions) that should be corrected. A careful proofreading or professional language editing is recommended.
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