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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with
reviewer, correct the manuscript
and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that
authors should write his/her
feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION
comments

The authors present a drinking epidemic model. The population is
assumed to consist of non-drinkers (S), heavy drinkers (H), drinkers
in treatment (T) and recovered drinkers (R). Initially, the model is
represented by differential equations. The reproductive number of
drinking free equilibrium is asymptotically stable if RO<1 and that
of the endemic equilibrium is unstable if RO>1. The stability analysis
of the equilibria, the drinking free equilibrium is asymptotically
stable and the endemic equilibrium is unstable. Furthermore,
Numerical simulations was conducted to confirm the analytic results.

We have revised the abstract.

Minor REVISION
comments

However, certain aspects of this work should be clarified:

1- I have not found any explicit evidences of type of bifurcations in this
model.

2- It is noted that your manuscript needs careful editing, such as the
grammar, spelling, and

sentence structure so that the results of the study are clear to the readers.
3- The existing literature on epidemic models is very wide, the authors
are invited to carefully

read the existing papers (the list is much longer than the papers quoted
in their work!),

in order to see how the models are studied and commented in the
literature.

1. Bifurcations was not
considered in this model

2. We have read and made
the corrections.

3. We have read and made
the corrections.

Optional/General
comments
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