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	The revised manuscript shows some minor improvements compared to the original submission, particularly in the abstract and expansion of the literature review. However, these revisions are largely superficial and do not adequately address the major concerns raised during the initial review.
Most importantly, critical methodological issues remain unsolved. The authors claimed to have implemented validation procedures (such as a train-test split or out-of-sample forecasting), but no such analysis is presented in the revised manuscript. This raises serious concerns regarding the reliability and robustness of the forecasting results. In addition, essential diagnostic analyses, including ACF/PACF plots and residual evaluation, are still absent, despite being explicitly requested.
Furthermore, key technical inaccuracies persist. The formulation of the mean Absolute Percentage Error (MAPR) remains incorrect, and the reported ADF test results (positive statistic and p-value of 1.00) are questionable and not adequately justified. The selection of the ARIMA (0,1,0) model. Which effectively represents a naïve random walk. Continues to be insufficiently justified and limits the scientific contribution of the study. 

Although additional references have been included, the literature review is still largely descriptive and lacks critical analysis or clear identification of research gaps. The manuscript also continues to exhibit issues in languages quality, structure and formatting including typographical errors and unclear expressions.

Overall, the authors have not sufficiently addressed the core methodological and technical concerns raised in the first review. Substantial further revision is required to improve the scientific rigor, analytical depth and presentation quality of the manuscript before it can be considered for publication.
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