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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 paper proposes a Modified Log-Exponential (MLE) estimator that extends the original Log-Exponential (LE) estimator of the finite-population mean by incorporating population-level skewness (γ1) and kurtosis (β2) of the auxiliary variable as automatic calibration weights on the power and logarithmic parameters.
The MLE estimator maintains the regression-estimator efficiency of the LE for symmetric populations while offering improved robustness and reduced MSE for skewed and heavy-tailed populations.

Overall, the paper is detailed and well-written; the theorem proofs are detailed and well-defined. The defined examples are extensive and clearly described.
The method appears really interesting and leads to possible applications in different applied fields. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	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. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general, they are recent and compatible with the topic under discussion. 

	

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


	The document provided is written in technical and academic English and contains no obvious errors. The text is clearly structured and well-organized, using language appropriate for a scientific article.


	

	Optional/General comments


	In conclusion, we can say that the manuscript can be considered an excellent work in his field. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	NO
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