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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 solving a useful math problem, but there are some mistakes
· They only tested their method on 2 examples

· Both examples came from the same old paper (published in 2007)

· They're using an existing technique (Laguerre polynomials), not inventing something new

· They only compared their results with one method from 2007 - no comparison with recent methods

· They don't prove that their method will always work
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and appropriate. It accurately describes what the paper is about - solving Fredholm Integro-Differential Equations using collocation approximation. No problems with the title
	

	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 has several problems:

· It's too short and lacks important details

· Doesn't mention what order of equations they solved (2nd order and 3rd order)

· Doesn't give specific numbers about accuracy or error rates

· Uses vague language like "competes favorably" - what does this actually mean?

· Doesn't mention which polynomial they used (Laguerre)

· Missing information about how many examples they tested
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are several mathematical mistakes and unclear parts:

Mathematical errors:
· Equation (5): The summation symbol is incomplete - missing limits and index

· Equations (8) and (9): They jump to matrix form without explaining how

· Section 3.2: The logic of "adding equation (11) to equation (9)" is unclear

· Example 1: They say "exact solution" but Table 1 shows errors - this contradicts

· No proof that the method converges to the correct answer

Method problems:
· They don't explain how they chose the collocation points

· They don't discuss what happens if the matrix cannot be inverted

· They picked N=5 without explaining why

· No error analysis or bounds provided

· No discussion of accuracy or stability
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references section has major problems:

· Only 16 references total - this is too few for a numerical methods paper

· Most references are very old (from 2007, 2008, 2013, 2017, 2018)

· No recent papers from 2023, 2024, or 2025

· One reference has year "2027" - this is the future! Clear typing mistake (Ajileye & Okedayo reference)

· They only compare their method with ONE paper from 2007 (Darania et al.)

· Missing important references on Laguerre polynomial theory

· Missing standard textbooks on numerical analysis

· No references on recent advances in solving integro-differential equations
	

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


	There are several language and grammar problems:

· Awkward phrases like "This research study discusses" - sounds unnatural

· The word "gives" is repeated too many times throughout the paper

· Grammar error: "Our method has been proved" should be "has proven" or "was proven"

· Mathematical notation is sometimes written poorly within sentences

· Inconsistent use of terms - sometimes they write K(x,t), sometimes just mention it

· Some sentences are confusing and hard to understand

· Writing style is not smooth - feels choppy in places

· Need better transitions between ideas
	

	Optional/General comments


	·  No practical application discussed: The paper doesn't explain where or how this method would be used in real-world problems. What engineering or scientific problems benefit from this? 

·  No code or data availability: There's no mention of making the MAPLE code available for other researchers to verify or use. This affects reproducibility of the results.
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	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 detail)
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