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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 Weights Sum of Squares Ratio (WSSR) is presented in this manuscript as a substitute metric for evaluating estimators' effectiveness in choosing the Best Linear Unbiased Estimator (BLUE). It provides theoretical underpinnings and mathematical demonstrations of the relationship between the arithmetic mean (AM) and the generalised linear unbiased estimator (GLUE) for correlated random variables. Compared to conventional variance-based metrics, this new approach simplifies estimator performance evaluation. Its practical application in statistical modelling is demonstrated by an empirical study utilising exchange rate data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title adequately reflects the content and methodological focus of the study. However, it could be shortened slightly for clarity.
“Use of Weights Sum of Squares Ratio in the Selection of Best Linear Unbiased Estimators”
	

	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 clearly describes the main objective, theoretical development and application of the study. However, some improvements are recommended:

· The abstract is slightly long and complex; it could be shortened by reducing detailed theoretical explanations.

· A clearer statement of the research objective should be added in the first sentence.

· The main findings and implications should be summarized more concisely.

· Minor grammatical improvements would enhance readability.

Overall, the abstract effectively captures the scope of the research but would benefit from simplification and clearer structure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and based on established statistical theory. The derivation of the generalized linear unbiased estimator and the comparison with the arithmetic mean are presented using appropriate mathematical arguments.
1. The manuscript introduces the Weights Sum of Squares Ratio (WSSR) as an alternative to relative efficiency, but the conceptual explanation of why WSSR provides a better or more convenient criterion for selecting the best estimator is not discussed in sufficient detail. A clearer theoretical justification and intuitive explanation would improve the understanding of the proposed method.
2. The manuscript mainly cites classical statistical references but lacks recent studies related to estimator efficiency, modern estimation techniques, or computational statistical methods. Including more recent literature would help position the proposed method within the current research landscape.
3. Some equations and mathematical symbols are not consistently formatted, which may create confusion when interpreting the formulas. Improving equation numbering, notation consistency and formatting would enhance the readability of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant to the topic of statistical estimation and efficiency evaluation. However, the manuscript would benefit from including a few more recent studies on estimator efficiency, BLUE estimation and modern statistical computing methods.
	

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


	The manuscript conveys the intended ideas but requires moderate language editing. Some sentences are lengthy and contain grammatical or typographical errors. Improving sentence structure, punctuation and clarity would enhance readability.
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