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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.


	This article is devoted to the obtaining the moments of Rayleigh probability function based on moment generation functions. The paper is well written and carefully prepared, the material is generally clear and accessible.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Please consider expanding the abstract to briefly describe the general problem and to clearly state the main contributions of this paper.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	https://doi.org/10.20956/j.v19i1.21946
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. It would be beneficial to include a more explicit problem statement and a clearer justification of the relevance of the study. In particular, the authors could briefly summarize the main contributions of previous works, identify the aspects of the problem that remain open, and explain how the present work addresses these gaps. For example, consider the paper https://doi.org/10.20956/j.v19i1.21946
2. The manuscript would benefit from a clearer and more explicit statement of the specific contributions of this work.
3. It would be helpful to indicate the range of static problems to which the proposed results can be applied, supported by references to relevant and recent literature.
4. To enhance readability, the authors are encouraged to define all symbols and notations immediately before or after their first appearance in the text.
5. Greater consistency in notation throughout the manuscript would improve clarity. The use of multiple notations (e.g., f(x), f(t), M(t), MX(t)) may be confusing for the reader. In addition, clarification of the meaning of the symbol μ and the interpretation of the prime notation associated with it would be appreciated.
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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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