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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(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. A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The important  of manuscript is it provides the first fully documented bootstrap implementation of the D’Agostino–Belanger–D’Agostino K² normality test, addressing a clear methodological gap in applied statistics. The  graphical datas are exactly suitable. 
The availability of transparent, reproducible R scripts lowers the barrier for researchers to adopt a powerful yet underutilized normality test in empirical research. More broadly, the findings support better model checking practices across disciplines where assumptions of normality play a critical role in statistical inference.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is generally suitable: it is clear, technically accurate, and correctly reflects the methodological and computational contributions of 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 is comprehensive and well structured, and it clearly communicates the motivation, objectives, methodology, main results, and practical recommendations of the study. It already meets the expectations of most methodological and applied statistics journals. That said, a few minor refinements could further strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically correct. The theoretical foundations of the D’Agostino–Belanger–D’Agostino K² test are accurately described
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is substantial, appropriate, and well aligned with the objectives of the manuscript. It includes the foundational theoretical works on skewness, kurtosis, and omnibus normality tests (e.g., Fisher, 1921, 1930; D’Agostino, Pearson, Anderson–Darling; Bowman & Shenton), as well as classical and modern literature on goodness-of-fit testing, asymptotic theory,
	

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

	

yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript uses appropriate technical terminology, maintains an academic tone, and clearly conveys complex statistical concepts. The structure and phrasing are consistent with expectations for a methodological research article in statistics.


	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	1. This manuscript addresses an important and well-defined methodological gap in the literature on normality testing by providing a rigorous evaluation and practical implementation of both asymptotic and bootstrap versions of the D’Agostino–Belanger–D’Agostino K² test.

2. The results are clearly interpreted and lead to sensible, evidence-based recommendations regarding the choice between asymptotic and bootstrap approaches across different sample sizes and distributional shapes.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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