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The authors have tried to develop an algorithm based on GA. It is a 

variant of GA. GUI is also good. 

 

1. First, GA and other evolutionary algorithms are developed to 

solve NP hard problems i.e. for the problems which are not 

solvable by analytic method or iterative method in 

reasonable amount of time. Authors have tested the 

developed algorithm only on the problems which are also 

solvable otherwise, i.e. problems considered are very simple. 

Authors should consider benchmark problems. 

2. Proper mathematical reasoning is not given for the crucial 

step given in equation (1), i.e. what is the logic behind 

defining crossover in that way? 

3. The paper is not readable because of English grammar. 

Sentences are not properly formed. Moreover, proper 

reasoning is not given for the steps which are clear from 

linguistic point of view. 

4. Paper is not well organized. 
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