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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript plays a vital role in progressing NCD research by integrating various mathematical modeling methods, emphasizing their uses, limitations, and future possibilities. It addresses gaps in understanding disease dynamics and guides evidence-based interventions for global health issues.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate
	

	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.


	The abstract is compelling but could be more precise. Here are some suggestions:

- Include the importance of NCD modeling (e.g., "Considering the increasing global burden of NCDs...").

- Emphasize 1-2 significant gaps (e.g., "Fragmented data hinders cross-disease understanding").

- Conclude with actionable priorities (e.g., "There is an urgent need for open-access, equity-centered models").
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and valuable, requiring only minor adjustments for complete rigor. No significant errors or misleading statements were found.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and up-to-date.
	

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


	The language is academic, clear, and technically accurate, making it fully appropriate for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a robust, well-organized review featuring rigorous methodology and clear technical explanations. It is suitable for publication.
I have reviewed the manuscript and find it to be of significant scientific merit. The study aligns well with the journal's scope and contributes valuable insights to the field.

Given its rigorous methodology, clear presentation, and relevance to ongoing research, I strongly recommend its publication in "Advances in Research".

Given the scientific value of the article, which falls within the lines of research of the journal, I recommend publishing this paper.
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