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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This manuscript is a valuable contribution to the scientific community. It presents the subject in a clear and systematic manner, making complex ideas easier to understand without losing academic depth. The balance between theory and application reflects careful scholarship and thoughtful teaching experience. I believe this work will benefit researchers, teachers, and students alike, and it has the potential to support meaningful progress in the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. It conveys the central focus on mathematical modeling and dynamical systems in a precise manner. If desired, the authors may consider adding a phrase such as “with Applications” or “A Qualitative and Computational Approach” to further emphasize the applied dimension of the work.

	

	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 generally comprehensive and captures the main themes of the manuscript. However, it may be strengthened by briefly mentioning the specific methods employed, such as stability analysis, bifurcation theory, and computational tools. A short statement highlighting the intended audience or the practical significance of the work could also improve clarity. No major deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The mathematical arguments are presented in a logical and coherent manner, and the theoretical developments are consistent with established principles in dynamical systems and differential equations. The examples are relevant and support the conceptual discussions effectively.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are generally appropriate for a foundational text. However, the inclusion of a few recent publications in applied dynamical systems, mathematical biology, or computational modeling would enhance the academic strength of the manuscript. Adding contemporary review articles or recent research papers from the past five to ten years would further support its relevance.
	

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

	 The language is clear and understandable. With minor grammatical refinements and careful                 proofreading, the manuscript will fully meet the standards of scholarly communication. Overall, the writing style is academic, structured, and suitable for its intended readership.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
Recommendation: Minor Revision
In my view, the manuscript shows strong academic quality and clear understanding of the subject. The mathematical content is sound, and the presentation is systematic and well structured. The work reflects careful effort and good scholarly intention.
However, a few minor improvements in language, clarity, and inclusion of some recent references would further strengthen the manuscript. With these small revisions, it would be suitable for publication.

	















	PART  2: 


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

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	I do not observe any ethical concerns in this manuscript. The work is theoretical and follows standard academic practice.

	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	There is no visible indication of competing interests. However, a formal declaration from the authors would be appropriate.

	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	I do not find any clear evidence of plagiarism. A routine plagiarism check by the journal may be conducted for confirmation.
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