
We were astonished when we received a mail that this paper had been published (eitherpartly or wholly) earlier. This is not true as claimed by the reviewer(s). The paper “ON THECOMPUTATIONAL APPROACH TO VERHULST-PEARL MODEL” published earlier by myselfand others in IOSR Journal of mathematics 4(3), 6-13, 2012 is different from the paper wesubmitted to BJMCS (NUMERICAL SOLUTION OF STIFF AND OSCILLATORY DIFFERENTIALEQUATIONS USING A BLOCK INTEHRATOR). See the table below;
S/No. Section of

Manuscript
Your Manuscript:
2013/BJMCS/8563

Previously
Published
Manuscript:
IOSR-JM,4(3),6-
13, 2012

Authors’
Clarification

1 Title NUMERICALSOLUTION OFSTIFF ANDOSCILLATORYDIFFERENTIALEQUATIONS USINGA BLOCKINTEHRATOR
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