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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 manuscript focuses on an important problem in statistical computing: calculating the Best Linear Unbiased Estimator (BLUE) becomes complicated and time-consuming when the random variables are correlated.

The study specifically deals with correlated data that follow a Moving Average process of order 1 (MA(1)), which is commonly found in time series data.

The authors introduce a new measure called the Weights Sum of Squares Ratio (WSSR).

Normally, the efficiency of estimators is evaluated using variance-based relative efficiency, which often requires complex calculations and strong computational skills.

The method is theoretically supported by concepts from:

· Linear algebra

· Geometric properties of vectors

The authors tested their approach using real-world exchange rate data.

The results show that the proposed method is practically useful for researchers dealing with stationary time series data.
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	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive.
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	References may be sufficient. 
	

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


	The language quality seems adequate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The strongest argument for this paper is the reduction of "practically challenging" and "time-consuming" variance calculations.
There are minor typographical errors in some of the table headings and body text that should be corrected during the final proof reading stage
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