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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The manuscript being a numerical method for the solution of differential equations will be of significance to Science and Engineering. Many life problems are modelled in to various differential equations and as such, different methods of solving them will be of great help, such as these methods. Since multistep methods are capable of solving differential equations of different degrees and orders, these methods will fit into some of them.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest the title of the article to be “Derivation of Class of Implicit Second Derivative Multistep Method for Direct Solution of Initial Value Problems of Second Order Ordinary Differential Equations.” 
	

	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 reported in feature tense, instead of either present or passed tense. E.g. the first statement should have been either “This study has developed a High-order …” or “This paper presents a High-order …”

The second and the third sentence in the abstract should be removed and taken to the Introduction.   
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are discrepancies in equation numbering, e.g.
(i) The first statement after subheading 2.3, states that “Setting k = 3, l = 2 in (2.1.1) gives …” Note there is no equation (2.1.1) in the article.

(ii) The statement before equation (2.16) says “putting these values in equation (2.1.8) gives …” again equation 2.1.8 does not exist in the write-up.
(iii) The numbering of subheadings under 2.4 are 2.2.1, 2.2.2, 2.2.3 and 2.2.4 instead of 2.4.1, 2.4.2, 2.4.3 and 2.4.4 respectively.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient and are not written using any standard format of referencing, e.g. either using APA 6th edition or APA 7th edition or any referencing format that is scientifically accepted. I suggest that references should be written using formats provided by Journal. 
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	The Consistency, Stability and Convergence of the methods need to be justified by some notable theorems. 
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