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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	1. To keep up with the literature in the field and will give me new ideas.
2. Reviewing journal articles is seen as an 'essential' part of my job as an academic.
3. Accepting the review is a good gesture and a networking opening.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	It is preferable to improve the title by specifying the model used. For example: 
A Forecast Analysis of the Gold Stock Price using ARIMA model
	

	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.

	In the abstract, the auther should specify:
1. The type of method (i.e. what is the type of the models).
2. How many models will you compare?
3. Which model is the best among all models compared? What are the measures ( i.e., RMSE, MAPE, .....)?
4. What is the main result when using the best model for his data?

	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Margins and page settings should be taken care of the document (i.e., all pages).
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	1. The study findings align with existing scientific knowledge. 
2. The paper contributes to the current understanding of the topic.
3. The study provides sufficient data, appropriate statistical methods, and transparency in reporting results. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The volume and issue for all references must be specified.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	
Good



	

	Optional/General comments

	1. The data source must be specified.
2. The software used for the analysis must be specified. For example, the R-software package version 3.5.3 (2018) was used ------------- .
	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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