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PART 1: Review Comments

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

The algorithm proposed in 2005 by D. Karaboga can be specified in the introduction and not in abstract.

There is a conflict in the year of original proposal of ABC algorithm mentioned in abstract and introduction(2005
or 20077?)

Typographical mistakes need to be corrected (eg., in the introduction part: combinatorial optimization problems in
a wide variety o fields)

From the numerical performance perspective, the ABC algorithm (Comma missing)

Grammatical mistakes need to be corrected

(eg., 1. Section 5 presents the modifications introduced in the and
2. Section 6 presents the set of test optimization problems used in the testing experiments and the obtained results
when the novel)

Literature survey is missing and must be given

the effectiveness of the proposed method has not been fully clarified

Minor REVISION comments

The general Working principle and application/uses of CGOP can be specified
References to previous work need not be specified in conclusion part

Optional/General comments

The paper needs proof reading. The language is ok but there are grammatical errors
Comparison measure can still be added

e Novelty is ok
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