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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The article studies a generic transportation problem, 

given a series of sources and a series of destinations, 

resorting to linear programming methods. The 

optimization through linear programming allows to 

reduce transportation costs, as an example applied to 

the Nigerian Bottling Company illustrates. 

Although resorting to trivial and non-innovative 

optimization techniques, the paper can be 

considered a relevant contribution since it applies 

the minimization transport cost problem to a 

concrete practical case where transport optimization 

was missing. Thus, the author(s) is(are) able to 

provide important indications to the firm in question 

on how it can improve efficiency. 

 

 

 

The author appreciates the reviewer for reading 

through this work. 

 

The paper adds value and contributes to the goal 

of a firm, even though the methods utilized may 

be non-innovative. The author intends to do 

better in subsequent research works. 
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