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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.


	The manuscript discusses a high-impact problem and how to make epidemic NPIs adaptive under uncertainty. The manuscript has linked the balancing of health and economic outcomes, where static rule-based policies does not perform well.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, a better title would be - Deep Reinforcement Learning for Optimizing Non-Pharmaceutical Interventions in Epidemics: 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.


	Yes, the abstract is suitable for the manuscript. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No. pls see the comments.

· Inaccurate PRISMA representation. Missing the database names and number of studies selected.
· Manuscript does not follow the traditional and well-established writing format – Introduction, Literature Review, Methodology, Results, discussion, and conclusion. 
· Duration of the study is mentioned as 2000-2025; whereas study is performed between 2020 to 2025. 

· Reproducibility is questionable; no clear way to follow the inclusion/exclusion criteria to reproduce this result. 

· The findings suggest overgeneralization. It would be better to clearly state that findings are simulation based. 
· A thorough Systematic Review process is not followed. Missing appropriateness of protocol, documented search, screening and selection process, data extraction, risks of bias, robustness and reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Major flaws with the methodology.
	

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


	Yes
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