The review on the paper “The global stability of a epidemiological model with n strain ``all coronavirus mutations’’ ”
The theme considered in the paper is up-to-date, and there are a lot of works dedicated to it. Authors should specify these works and point out how their work changes from others. Also, there is lack of justification of the new derived model, its derivation and epidemiological/biological justification should be included in the text. The model should be explained better: there is no explanation for some terms and variables (what is the second term in the right-hand side of the first equation of system (1); what are last two terms in the second equation of system (1); what is Q, what is R_T, what is R_NT and how it differs from the R_T).
The results about the boundedness of solution are better to formulate as a proposition.
Please, specify the source of the method used in Section 4.2 for determining the R_0. In the formula for R_0, what is subscript i?
It is unclear why do you consider the R_0 for system (1) as the maximum of R_0 found in systems (1) with only one strain. In other similar applications, the R_0 for the system with concurrency have its own form and is not the maximum of the R_0 found in systems with one species. Please clarify this point, and, maybe, proof it in the simpler system (e.g., for two strains).
There are no results and conclusions of the model analysis in the paper. Also, the purposes of the investigation are unclear. Please, add these parts to the text.
The English text must be improved before printing, there are misspellings, and in some parts the sense of the sentence is unclear. For example:
· Paper title: “of a epidemiological” should be “of an epidemiological”;
· Introduction, line 3: Abbreviature ADN should be introduced before using;
· Introduction, line 5: “and influence” – the sense is unclear;
· Section 2 (Diagram), lines 1-3 : the sentence is not completed;
· Section 2 (Diagram), lines 1: “Corona” is not official name of the disease;
· Section 2 (Diagram), line 3: misspelling of Omicron and Delta;
· Section 2 (Diagram), line 4: “the people who are exposed” should be “the people who are susceptible”;
· Section 2 (Diagram), line 5: “alot” should be “a lot”;
· Section 2 (Diagram), line 5-6: “a category that has previously contracted the omicron anoder mutations” – the sense in unclear;
· Section 6, line 3: “immediately after without introductions” is unclear.

I think that all the comments and questions listed above should be addressed and fixed by authors before the publication of this paper.

