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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript deals with a practical and often neglected method of converting ordinary differential equations (ODEs) into recurrence relations, which is of great importance for computational simulations in science and engineering. The presented methodology enables simpler, faster and more computationally efficient numerical analysis, especially in complex and multiply coupled systems such as mass-springs or growth dynamics in biology. The text shows how continuous models can be successfully approximated by discrete algorithms, which is of value to applied mathematicians, physicists, engineers and researchers from interdisciplinary fields. I believe that the manuscript contributes to the application of recursive combinations in technical fields and represents a useful reference for numerical modeling.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content of the article. Alternatively, the title could be considered:

"A Recurrence-Based Numerical Framework for Solving ODEs in Scientific Modeling"

but the existing title is already informative enough.
	

	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 summarizes well the aim, methodology and applications presented in the paper. It could be improved only slightly by adding a single sentence highlighting practical comparisons of the advantages and limitations of the recursive approach over standard numerical methods such as Runge–Kutta. In essence, the abstract is adequate and clearly written.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The mathematical representations are neatly laid out, the recurrence formulas are correctly derived from central-difference approximations, and the examples (especially the two-mass system) are valid and convincing. There are no visible theoretical errors, and the discussion of stability, chaos, and the influence of the chosen step h is well motivated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant and include classical sources in mechanics, discrete mathematics and growth theory. However, a few recent papers in numerical analysis (last 5–7 years) could be added, especially on modern discrete approximations for DDE and ODE. However, the existing list is functional and supports the manuscript.
	

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


	The language is generally clear, technically correct and understandable for an academic audience. Wording could occasionally be tweaked for stylistic alignment, but the manuscript is sufficiently suitable for scholarly work.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized, with clear transitions between theory, numerical procedure, and application examples. The examples provided are useful and contribute to understanding. I recommend that the authors possibly add a short table comparing the accuracy with other numerical methods (e.g. Euler, RK2, RK4), which would enhance the impact of the paper. It would also be useful to add a short discussion on the computational complexity of the recurrent approach.
Thank you for the review and comments. The authors appreciate the constructive suggestions and will revise the manuscript accordingly to improve clarity, reference quality, and presentation where indicated.

The manuscript is scientifically sound, well organized, and provides a practical methodology for converting ODEs into recurrence relations. Only minor refinements to references and possible stylistic improvements are needed
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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