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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 current study makes a novel theoretical contribution by highlighting that the existence and smoothness of the MGF do not always guarantee conformity with the conventional moment derivation method. By focusing on the Rayleigh probability distribution and providing a simple and analytically tractable example, the paper questions a widely accepted assumption in probability theory. The comprehensive mathematical treatment, which demonstrates that the MGF satisfies all standard properties but generates inconsistent moments, strengthens the validity of the results. This finding is particularly relevant for scholars and researchers who use MGFs in theoretical and pedagogical contexts.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable for the manuscript.

	

	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 explains the study's motivation, focus, and main findings in a clear and comprehensive manner. The abstract effectively conveys the purpose and extent of the work. 

An abstract that is clearer and more concise could support the main conclusion, which emphasises that the Rayleigh MGF exists and satisfies standard properties but is unable to reproduce orthodox moments. Including a brief sentence in the abstract outlining the implications of this finding for theoretical analysis or applied practice would increase its impact.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are suitable enough references 
	

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


	The language is fine enough.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the abstract, include one or two succinct sentences that clearly state the primary finding of the study and highlight its significance. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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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