Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Probability and Statistics 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJPAS_153314

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	FROM BRASS TO IGME: RETHINKING INDIRECT ESTIMATION OF UNDER FIVE MORTALITY IN HETEROGENEOUS POPULATIONS -A Critical Review and a Proposed Design Consistent, Covariate Driven Framework

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is an excellent review article on classical and Bayesian estimation methods of under five mortality in different situations. It describes appropriate situations of using classical method of estimation adopted by Brass  and  IGME’s Bayesian B-spline bias-reduction model with their respective limitations and suggest an alternative tool of estimating called an  Improved Indirect Estimation Approach (AIIEA) which  preserves Brass's insight but replaces model life table multipliers with survey-weighted regression incorporating covariates. It also provides algorithm for deriving estimates by using AIIEA approach. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title needs slight modification as use of BRASS and IGME in title without their references lacks clarity to readers with less awareness of such models used in classical/Bayesian fields. Alternatively, title may be made simpler: “INDIRECT ESTIMATION OF UNDER FIVE MORTALITY IN HETEROGENEOUS POPULATIONS: CRITICAL REVIEW OF CLASSICAL AND BAYESIAN MODELS” or any other appropriate title authors think 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.


	More Results in Abstract may be added and references cited may be avoided frm Abstract. Matter presented in Contribution is actually the part of Background indicating utility of thre article if no separate section is needed. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Correct scientifically
	

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

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


	Yes. Language used is appropriate and highly technical for scientific community in the fileld. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall an article of high quality with scientific contents of theoretical as well as practical relevance citing practical illustration presenting algorithm. 
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