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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 paper presents a data-driven approach for identifying a stochastic oscillatory system using Maximum Likelihood Estimation (MLE) within an ARMAX framework. The system is excited using PRBS and filtered noise signals to ensure persistent excitation. The MLE-based ARMAX model is benchmarked against an OLS-based ARX model, showing superior performance in parameter estimation and noise modeling.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	I think it is too long. Alternative title:
"Data-Driven Identification of Stochastic Systems via ARMAX Modeling and PRBS Excitation.”
	

	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.


	Abstract does not give full illustration about the paper.
1. Provide one line sentence may be briefing application scope of the paper.

2. Why ARMAX framework used, if briefed this also.

3. You can brief the evaluation tests described in short to be in the word limit.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it addresses well-known challenge in system identification that involves modelling stochastic systems without full physical parameter knowledge. It balances theoretical rigor with practical relevance, and the comparative analysis strengthens its contribution.
	

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

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


	It’s quite complicated. The paragraphs are hard to follow in introduction and methodology. The context build up is poor in introduction. The why? of the study should be made as a subheading (as a suggestion) that contains research question and objective.
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	Abstract should be introduced with the need and context of the study. Similarly, introduction should start with building the context instead directly jumping to the work of the paper.
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