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	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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This new inverted beta generated slash distribution which is the inverted form of the beta generated slash distribution.  The concept of formation of distribution is very nice.  Location - Scale form of IBGSl Distribution is interesting. The calculations of moments and likelihoods are too complicated. The main advantage of this distribution is in modeling heavy-tailed data sets. So it can be used in finance, insurance risk management problems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable. But author may change title by adding its field of applications. 
	

	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.


	Improve the abstract by stating the main findings, important conclusions, and the goal of the study.  


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	However, as the method of introducing distribution is nice, the author should offer stronger motivation and a better understanding of when and why to apply it to specific cases.

The paper seems to be a standard exercise and there are numerous extensions of slash distributions that offer greater flexibility and may be more suitable for real-world applications.  So, in introduction, Innovation and motivation of the new distribution should add clearly. What contribution does the paper make? Also include why this model offers a superior modelling framework compared to existing models. Authors need to describe the need of this distribution?


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Introduction part author may add more recent literature regarding with this study.
	

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


	Enough.
	

	Optional/General comments


	How did author select the actual data sets?, How did author chosen comparing distributions? Author may add some other family of slash distributions for comparison in data analysis. In addition, Author may include P value in the analysis table.
Also include fitted pdf and pdf of comparing models for the data in the histogram.

The conclusions section should include future directions of the proposed work.
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