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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 (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.
	The use of the adaptive multilevel Monte Carlo simulations has been shown in this manuscript to be very useful in numerical and analytic approaches to finding eigenvalues of stochastic evolution matrix dynamics. This is useful through multilevel finite element methods to do so efficiently and to any degree of accuracy desired at the onset. The applications to describing, classifying and determining various sources of error in mathematical modelling. This is useful not just in computer science and engineering, but also to theoretical physics. Several useful algorithms with pseudocode are provided that demonstrate with several
examples presented, showing their computational accuracy and efficiency. This was shown to reduce computational costs without lowering the accuracy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The article title is very suitable for the article, explaining the exact methods to be used, and to what types of equations (elliptic eigenvalue problem with random coefficients).
	

	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 article’s abstract is direct to the point, and shows the desires for computational accuracy without the computational cost. The methods used are described, and their utility clearly expressed. The goal of the paper and the problem it is trying to solve are stated clearly. The length is perfect and not too long at all. Nothing should be removed, nor elaborated on, as the introduction delves into that.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The methods and algorithms presented are well documented and used prolifically in the scientific community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are plenty enough, and related directly to the methods and treatments of relevant and related problems. They cover all the aspects and concepts and methods used in the paper. They are updated and recent, as well as relevant to the further work presented.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English is very good, and uses the correct scientific terms too. Certainly it is suitable for global scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments
	
A great application of recent developments in generalized Monte Carlo simulations!
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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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