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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 paper is of great importance to studies in ODE and computation of simulations. A wider scope of the recursive approach was explained. It touched the classical mechanics part of Physics. Good illustrations.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable
	

	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 rather ambiguous. Not well arranged. I suggest the author followa this format for the abstract :
1.introduce the work (2 short sentences) , 
2.mention most recent works relating to this work (2 short sentences, you may not provide any references here), 
3.your model approach and why it is important (2 short sentences) and
 4.the expected results of this work.
All in one block as it is, in the paper.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Choice of terms are appropriate. However, the author may need to consider the following:
1. Use the division symbol as in eq 5 for all terms that need to be divided. This more explanatory and supress confusion,

2. Use standard form to describe quantities e.g. m/s/s should be written as ms-2 , M1,M2 should be written as M1,M2 …e.t.c.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not enough. Sthe firs statement in section one, is not referenced. The discussions in this section are not referenced. Please supply more for this work..
	

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


	The grammar and tences are appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Good paper. Needs some little adjustments.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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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