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manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Is the manuscript important  for scientific community? 
(Please write few sentences on this 

manuscript) 
 
1.   Is the title of the article  suitable? 

(If not please suggest an 
alternative title) 

Is the abstract of the article  comprehensive? 
2.   Are subsections and structure of the 

manuscript appropriate? 
3.   Do you  think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
4.   Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 

have suggestion of additional references, please 
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Minor REVISION comments 
Is language/English quality of the article  suitable for 
scholarly communications? 

  

Optional/General comments  
1- The oscillator treated is a Van der Pol oscillator and  not a Duffing one.  It 
needs to be corrected. 
2- Throughout the document, the authors spoke of Runge-Kutta of order 3 and 
4, but in the figures it reads order  5 and 4. 
Which of the Runge-Kutta orders did you actually use? 
3- In terms of time series figures, the time interval seems very short to 
me and  does not scientifically allow us to say with certainty which of 
the orders of RK used is the best. What would be observed over a 
larger time domain and  a high number of integrations? 
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