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	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 paper proposes an original and creative idea: designing second-order LTI systems using consecutive Fibonacci numbers and relating their cutoff frequency to the golden ratio. The approach is mathematically interesting and potentially useful for pedagogical filter design.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not suitable in its current form: Grammatically incorrect, Too vague technically and No mention of the key result.
Recommendation: ‘Fibonacci Sequence–Based Design and Analysis of Stable Second-Order LTI Systems’
	

	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 contains most of the elements of a scientific abstract, but:

· Some important information is missing: The abstract does not explicitly state the problem being addressed. Quantitative Results Are Missing
· Some content is redundant or overstated: Long philosophical references to nature and aesthetics, Repetition of “golden ratio = 1.618”
· The main contribution is not sharply highlighted: The method is mentioned but not clearly summarized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript requires major revision before it can be accepted in a journal.
1) The paper heavily relies on Fibonacci numbers and the golden ratio, but the justification is mostly aesthetic or historical.
2) The paper calls the system “open-loop,” but the transfer function is normalized to unity DC gain and compared to closed-loop second-order forms.
3) You derive:
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But you never show why ζ converges to ≈ 1.029.

4) The expression (eq 3):
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is non-standard and appears without derivation.

5) Monte Carlo simulation is mentioned, but:

· No randomness is defined
· No parameter distribution is specified

6) Claiming 95% confidence is incorrect without hypothesis testing.
7) You claim similarity with Butterworth and Bessel filters, but no metrics are shown.
8) There is a clear typo:
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references you have may cover the basics of Fibonacci numbers and golden ratio theory, but they are not sufficient for a scientific manuscript in control theory or filter design.
	

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


	The manuscript contains frequent grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, inconsistent terminology, and informal expressions that significantly reduce clarity and readability. 

Major language revision is required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is original and intellectually interesting, and the idea of exploiting the convergence properties of Fibonacci ratios for transfer-function design is creative. The manuscript demonstrates that the proposed systems are stable, possess infinite gain and phase margins, and yield consistent transient responses across different Fibonacci pairs. The inclusion of analytical expressions alongside simulation results is a positive aspect of the work.

However, the manuscript in its current form suffers from several significant shortcomings that limit its suitability for publication. The theoretical justification for using Fibonacci numbers remains insufficiently developed, and the distinction between open-loop and closed-loop system interpretations is unclear. Some mathematical derivations are presented without adequate explanation or citation, and minor but important errors in equations and notation are present. The Monte Carlo simulation methodology is not rigorously defined, reducing the statistical significance of the reported validation. In addition, the comparison with classical filter designs such as Butterworth and Bessel filters remains qualitative rather than quantitative.

Most critically, the English language quality is below the standard required for scholarly communication. Frequent grammatical errors, inconsistent terminology, and informal expressions hinder clarity and readability. Substantial language revision is required for the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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