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Reviewer's comment

Author's comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part
in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION
comments

Minor REVISION comments

1. Line 12 *“aggregated degree of importance (ADI)"
indicator should be written as “aggregated degree of
importance” (ADI) indicator

2. Line 31 the authors should change motivation to related
work to show that the topic was reviewed. Line 59 we will
use.... should be recap.

3. Line 60 "see" should be deleted.

4. Line 65 Table 1. should be moved to line 61(top of the
table).

5 Line 85 '(' be removed or *)' be added.

6. Line 91 "ADDI" should be defined before use

7. The authors should highlight scientifically the
modification of equation 1.1 and state the new equation.

8. Lines 110 &111: The model presented below uses just
five facility location criteria although other criteria
mentioned in [11] can be incorporated, if necessary. could
not be located

9. Line 117 should be reviewed and moved to conclusion
part of the introduction

10 Line 132 should be labelled. The authors should check
other equations to be sure they are labelled.

11. Line no statistical data for P,

12. Line 273 Table 2. should be moved to line 271(top of
the table) & Please define/explain the E1 to E10.

13. Lines 310 -321 should be moved to section 2.

14. The authors should review the conclusion.

15. Line 346 Please remove List of & References [5], [12],
[13], [15]: The format of paper’s title is not consistent with
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others

16. Line 321 be deleted, and avoid referencing in your

discussions and conclusion

17. The authors should check up all the acronyms to be

sure they are defined before use
Optional /General comments
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