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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	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.


	By tackling the crucial problem of missing data, which arises frequently in many study domains, this manuscript significantly advances the scientific community. It offers useful information about the advantages and disadvantages of each strategy by methodically contrasting random imputation techniques with conventional alternatives under various missing mechanisms, proportions, and sample sizes. Its value is increased by including a simulation framework and reproducible R code, which allow researchers to directly implement, test, and modify the approaches in their own research. Additionally, by providing specific recommendations that can enhance the validity, dependability, and transparency of empirical research employing incomplete datasets, the work connects methodological theory with practical application.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title “Comparison of Random Imputation Methods Using R Programming: Case Study of Univariate Data” is generally suitable
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the manuscript is comprehensive and well-structured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on my review of the manuscript content, the study appears to be scientifically correct in its design, methodology, and interpretation of results. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and include some recent works, but the manuscript would benefit from adding a few more up-to-date peer-reviewed articles.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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