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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.
	1. This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it presents an efficient and reliable numerical technique for solving fourth-order Volterra integro-differential equations, which frequently arise in mathematical modeling, engineering, and applied sciences. 
2. By combining the Variational Iteration Approach (VIA) with shifted Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind, the study provides a method that achieves high accuracy, rapid convergence, and improved computational performance compared with existing approaches in the literature. 
3. The inclusion of convergence analysis and multiple numerical examples further strengthens the validity and applicability of the proposed method. 
4. Overall, the work contributes meaningfully to the advancement of numerical analysis and offers researchers a practical framework for solving complex integro-differential equations encountered in scientific and engineering applications.
	




PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	N/A = Not Applicable
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes, the title is generally suitable because it clearly reflects the main focus of the manuscript, namely the approximate solution of fourth-order Volterra integro-differential equations using shifted Chebyshev polynomials and the variational iteration approach. The title is informative, relevant to the study, and adequately represents the methodology and problem addressed in the paper.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes, the abstract is reasonably comprehensive because it outlines the objective of the study, the numerical method employed, the type of equations considered, and the effectiveness of the proposed technique through numerical examples. It also highlights the comparative accuracy and applicability of the method. However, the abstract could be improved further by briefly mentioning specific quantitative findings or convergence properties to make the contribution more precise and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in terms of its mathematical formulation, application of the Variational Iteration Approach (VIA), and the use of shifted Chebyshev polynomials for solving fourth-order Volterra integro-differential equations. The numerical examples, convergence discussion, and comparison with existing methods support the validity of the proposed approach. However, some mathematical derivations and notations could be presented more clearly and consistently to improve readability and reproducibility of the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES. The manuscript contains a sufficient number of references related to Volterra integro-differential equations, numerical methods, collocation techniques, Chebyshev polynomials, and variational iteration approaches. In addition, the reference list includes several recent publications from 2024 and 2025, indicating that the authors have considered current developments in the field.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	NO. Based on the content provided, there do not appear to be any significant ethical issues in this manuscript. The study is theoretical and computational in nature, does not involve human participants or animal experiments, and includes declarations regarding competing interests and AI usage. However, the authors should ensure proper proofreading and originality verification to avoid potential concerns related to text overlap or citation inconsistencies.
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