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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.


	        The manuscript addresses challenges faced in the financial sectors. The manuscript observes that      

        voluntary contribution assists the PFAs to reduce investment in risky assets hence reduce the MIP on 
        the risky asset and also that MIP decreases with time if the optimal fund size is used at its initial stage. 
       The proofs are robust and cements the mathematics and scientific understanding.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is rather okay but what if the author modifies it as: Mathematical Modelling of Stochastic Supplementary Contributions on DC’s Investment Plan
	

	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 author to follow the standard way of writing an abstract. That is, a brief introduction giving a general view of the title. The opening statement: In this research work, we studied the defined contribution (DC) member’s investment plan (MIP) with multiple contributors under GBM model and the effect of stochastic supplementary contributions on the MIP’s is not necessary. Otherwise the rest are okay.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	       Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	     Jonsson et al (2002) in equation 2.1 should be well referenced as per the format adopted. Check that all          

      the references are as cited
	

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


	     Yes, the language is suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	     Check on the proposed comments
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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