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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment: 

 
Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The author(s) aimed to point out some 
observations and corrections on a previously 
published work of [1] even when using the same 
solution method: homotopy analysis method 
(HAM). 
Interpreting the results (graphically), there is a 
coincidence and agreement between the present 
work and those of [3,4,5]. 
It is a good and welcoming idea. However, my 
observations and suggestions are as follows: 
 
 
(*)There SHOULD be a section (say section 2) for 
the overview/analysis of the used method (for 
instant, see [5], section 2. Variational Iteration 
Method). 
 
(**) Thereafter, the author(s) should SHOW how 
the method is applied to get the results (in their 
examples section) OTHERWISE, one may see it 
as a mere and an arbitrarily LIFTING of results (at 
least solve one example in detail via the HAM and 
refer to the approach for other examples) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

(***) The graphs are UNLABELLED. They 
should be labelled appropriately (see those of 
[5,4,3] 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

Grammatical issues: 
Abstract:  {line 3} 
*  … to solve the same problem and we draw some… 
instead of to solve the same problem and we draw a…  
** page 101 under test examples, line 2  
The results are coincide with results in [3; 4; 5] {remove the: 
are and add s}:  
 
*** in all the examples, use: 
Consider the random initial value problem {add the } 
NOT  
Consider random initial value problem 
 
 
**** The work needs to be read for grammatical issues. 

 

Optional/General comments 
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