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reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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Compulsory REVISION 
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1. Title should be changed, for example to ‘Development of an Ant 

colony optimization software as a solid waste management 

system ’ 

2. Introduction section should be rewritten. No relative literature 

is described and discussed. 

3. In flowchart of Figure 1 ‘Yes’ and ‘No’ directions are missing 

from decision nodes. 

4. Which is the exact stopping f the ACO algorithm? 

5. Figure 2 is not needed. 

6. It is expected that the proposed system performs better than 

manual calculation. The authors should compare their system 

with another system or algorithm to prove its efficiency. 

7. You should also apply your system to solve problem instances 

already solved and reported by other papers in the respective 

literature. 

8. Section 4 presents many Figures but has little explanation of 

respective results. More discussion should be added concerning 

the advantages, the applicability and the efficiency of the 

proposed system. 
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