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1. This paper reviews five non-probabilistic reliability metrics to model the influence of epistemic uncertainty.
2. The five metrics are evidence-theory-based, interval-analysis-based, fuzzy-interval-analysis-based, possibility-theory-based (posbist reliability), and uncertainty-theory-based (belief reliability).
3. A qualified reliability metric must compensate for conservatism caused by epistemic uncertainty and satisfy the duality axiom to avoid paradoxical results in engineering applications.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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This article provides a systematic review of non-probabilistic reliability metrics to assist in the selection of appropriate metrics to model the influence of epistemic uncertainty. The article is well written and provides a comprehensive overview of the different types of non-probabilistic reliability metrics available. It also provides an analysis of how these metrics can be used to address epistemic uncertainty and how they compare in terms of their ability to compensate for conservatism caused by epistemic uncertainty and satisfy the duality axiom. 
The article is generally reliable and trustworthy as it provides a thorough review of the different types of non-probabilistic reliability metrics available and offers an analysis on how they can be used to address epistemic uncertainty. The article does not appear to have any biases or one sided reporting as it presents both sides equally and does not promote any particular metric over another. Furthermore, all claims made are supported with evidence from other sources such as research papers or studies which adds credibility to the article’s content. 
The only potential issue with this article is that it does not explore any counterarguments or alternative views on the use of non probabilistic reliability metrics for addressing epistemic uncertainty which could provide further insight into this topic. Additionally, there is no mention of possible risks associated with using these metrics which could be beneficial for readers who are considering using them in their own work.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Alternative views on non-probabilistic reliability metrics
· Risks associated with non-probabilistic reliability metrics
· Advantages of non-probabilistic reliability metrics
· Disadvantages of non-probabilistic reliability metrics
· Applications of non-probabilistic reliability metrics
· Comparison of non-probabilistic reliability metrics
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