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In my opinion the following works (not referenced in the manuscript) should be included in 
the reference list: 
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Salau T. A.O. and Ajide O.O (2013). A novel graphic presentation and fractal 
characterisation of poincare solutions of harmonicall y excited pendulum, International 
Journal of Advances in Engineering & Technology, Vol. 6, Issue 3. 
Salau T. A.O. and Ajide O.O (2013). Simulation of Oscillators Dynamics using Selected 
Versions of Fourth Order Runge-Kutta Scheme, International Journal of Engineering and 
Technology Vol. 4 No. 8. 
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Although some significant research studies in this area of expertise have already been 
conducted, as far as I could inspect the manuscript now submitted to CJAST contains 
enough new material and purposes an approach with the required level of originality. 
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