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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 important because it contributes to applying novel methods to the solution of partial differential equations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but the word “nonliear” should be changed to “nonlinear”
	

	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 fine, but could do with inclusion of findings. In its current form, the abstract does not mention the results of using the Mellin-SBA method or the accuracy of the method in comparison with other methods used in the literature. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are only nine references and only two were published after 2020. The rest are too outdated and need to be replaced with more recent ones. Reference no. 4 is undated.  Please include the date.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction is too brief for a scholarly work of this magnitude. It needs to be enhanced by inclusion of a brief review of relevant literature on the subject matter of the paper. In the examples there are some extra parentheses that should be deleted. Also from pp. 10 onwards there are several equations in which either the right or left square bracket is missing. The author is advised to read through the equations thoroughly and make necessary corrections.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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