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	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 enables us to understand the joint behaviour of two variables (copula). This is important in insurance, asset management and banking, for example for doing risk modelling, portfolio optimisation, pricing complex derivatives. And in healthcare, like for analysing the combined effect of blood pressure and cholesterol levels. 

The type of copula discussed in this manuscript Archemedean copula, which means that it can be defined by a single generator function. This means a simple modelling, which is one of its strengths compared to other types of copula. Archimedean copula is effective for situation with different tail dependency (like upper vs lower), and that makes it particularly useful for modelling extreme events such as during financial crisis and pandemic.
This manuscript is about frailty model. Frailty models are used for survival analysis, accounting for the unobserved individual differences that affect the risks over time. The key benefit of using frailty models in Archimedean copula is the ability to account for unobserved heterogeneity. The other benefit is the ability to handle clustered data with different cluster sizes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. This manuscript uses frailty models to construct a new Archimedean copula. And the title is: “A new frailty-model-based Archimedian bivariate copula …” (I suggest adding two hyphens). 

A possible alternative title, which I think is clearer, is “A new Archimedean bivariate copula based on frailty models …”.
The second part of the title (“that models only positive dependency”), I think is better to be incorporated in this way: “A new Archimedean bivariate copula based on frailty models, for modelling positive dependency”
	

	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 is comprehensive in explaining what is in the manuscript. But it does not explain the usage in the society, nor the benefits. I suggest adding the usage and the benefits into the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript correctly explains copulas, frailty methods, the inverse generator, the tail dependency and the estimation methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes they are sufficient and but not all of them are recent. It includes an old reference from 1973 by Sklar but this one should be included because it is so fundamental in the field of copula theory.
But there are 6 references by H. Joe starting from 1990 to 2014. I suggest removing the 1990, 1993, 1996, 1997 ones, leaving just the 2005 and 2014 ones.
Also consider removing these ones as they are not truly essential to what the manuscript is trying to achieve:

Genest, C., & Mackay, J. (1986)

Godambe, V. P. (Ed.). (1991)

Schweizer, B. (1991)
Frees, E. W., & Valdez, E. A. (1998)
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