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	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.


	This manuscript is useful because it explains how complex nonlinear systems change their behaviour as parameters vary. The study uses well-known examples such as the logistic map, nonlinear pendulum, and Duffing oscillator to demonstrate how chaotic motion develops through bifurcations. By counting the number of different steady solutions in bifurcation diagrams, the authors try to provide a more systematic way to analyse these systems. This approach can help students and researchers better understand how chaos appears in nonlinear systems. Overall, the work has educational value and may help improve the teaching and analysis of nonlinear dynamics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is generally suitable because it clearly mentions bifurcation diagrams and the estimation of the Feigenbaum constant, which are the main topics of the study. It also indicates that the work compares several nonlinear systems such as the logistic map and nonlinear oscillators. However, the title is slightly long and could be simplified for clarity. A shorter title might improve readability while still reflecting the main objective of the research. Nevertheless, the current title still describes the content of the study correctly.
	

	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 clearly explains the aim of the research, the systems studied, and the general method used. It also summarizes the main findings, such as the observation of non-uniform distributions of solutions and the estimation of the Feigenbaum constant. The abstract gives readers a good idea of what the study is about and what methods were used. However, it could be improved by briefly explaining the significance of the results in a simpler way. Adding one sentence about the practical or educational usefulness of the work would make the abstract stronger.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically reasonable and follows established concepts in nonlinear dynamics. The authors use known models such as the logistic map, nonlinear pendulum, and Duffing oscillator, which are widely studied in chaos theory. Numerical simulations using Runge–Kutta methods and bifurcation diagrams are appropriate techniques for this type of research. The results are compared with known behaviour reported in the literature, which supports the reliability of the simulations. Overall, the study follows accepted scientific methods for analysing nonlinear systems.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the paper include many important classical studies related to nonlinear dynamics and chaos theory. Well-known works by researchers such as May, Feigenbaum, and Ueda are properly cited, which strengthens the theoretical background. Some more recent studies are also included to show the ongoing development of this research area. However, adding a few more recent papers from the last five years on bifurcation analysis or chaos detection could improve the literature review. In general, the reference list is adequate for supporting the study.
	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is understandable and mostly clear. The technical ideas are explained in detail and the structure of the paper is logical. However, some sentences are quite long and could be simplified to improve readability. Minor grammatical corrections and editing may also help improve the flow of the text. Overall, the language quality is acceptable for academic publication with small revisions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents an interesting attempt to analyse bifurcation diagrams by counting distinct steady solutions rather than only visually interpreting the diagrams. This approach may help provide more quantitative insight into nonlinear systems and chaos behaviour. The study also compares several numerical methods, which helps validate the reliability of the simulations. The figures and tables support the explanation of the results. With minor improvements in presentation and language clarity, the paper could be a useful contribution for teaching and studying nonlinear dynamics.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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