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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	A good review article is a unique resource that brings together all the existing literature on the research question of interest. Review articles typically come in three types: literature reviews, systematic reviews and meta-analyses. Systematic review is the systematic synthesis and combination of studies conducted on the same subject in accordance with established criteria in order to find an answer to a research question prepared on a certain subject. This article is a systematic review by its scope. This systematic review will be a good guide for researchers to choose the right method in statistical modelling of epidemics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	My suggestion:
Statistical modelling of infectious diseases: a systematic review
	

	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 should state that this review is a systematic review. The criteria used to select articles for inclusion should be stated. The number of articles selected based on each criterion should be stated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically accurate.

	

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

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


	The English language of the article is academically appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The last sentences of the 3rd paragraph in the introduction section should definitely be removed from the article. (“Although I could not generate a full review paper, this summary provides an overview of the critical aspects and current trends in this field.”) Scientific studies have clear boundaries and clear results. This should be stated as follows: All articles in this systematic review were scanned unbiasedly according to the eight criteria specified. 
“1.1 Background and importance of epidemic modelling and 1.2 Scope and objectives of the review” These sections should be included in the introduction section, briefly and clearly. A systematic review article consists of an abstract, introduction, main text, conclusion and references. The main text section should be written to cover all six criteria. New headings added to this section should not disrupt the integrity of the topic. 
“2. Methodology” section should begin with the article search criteria. There is no need to explain the nature of the research. 
The main text of the article should start with “3.4.1 Deterministic and stochastic models: Foundational approaches and scenario-based applications” and include eight sub-headings. “4.1 Deterministic vs. stochastic models” section should be removed from the article. This theoretical section should be included in section “3.4.1”. All sections should be written as follows: a theoretical description of the method and relevant studies in the literature. Model parameter definitions should also be included in the theoretical definition section.
“7.3 Software tools and platforms” section should be included in the introduction of the main text section. 8. Challenges and limitations, 9. Future directions and recommendations” sections should be included briefly and clearly in the discussion and conclusion section. 

There must be text under the headings and they should not be left blank because this is an article, not a book chapter. This article is too long so it should be made shorter and clearer.
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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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