Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Mathematics and Computer Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMCS_126197

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Numerical Analysis of Unsteady Boundary Layer Flow Over an Impulsively Started Sheet Using the Crank-Nicolson Method

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Many authors have investigated better results for this kind of study
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Whatever the authors presented in this study, they kept as title. 
Article title can’t be modified because no other title for this very limited study
	

	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 study is very restrictive so they can’t add any thing more in abstract
Not comprehensive. It is below normal way of stating their study.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	It is not technically sound in any aspect. Many applicable results are found in literature. 
There is no elaborative discussion about the method of solution. More elaborative discussions are available for Crank Nicholson method than this article. Also for unsteady case how authors using MATLAB doubtful?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	References are recent but they are completely irrelevant to this study except a few. No sufficient suitable references were added, for adding recent articles they added something. They added nano fluid flow papers but it is nowhere present in their study.
References not at all relevant
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	. In an usual and traditional way the results and discussions were presented.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Major revision is required. They have to add suitable references related to their intended study, simply they should not add recent articles which are highly irrelevant to their study
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