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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 
 

This paper concentrates on the real world optimization problems that emerge from various 
scientific and engineering fields and are characterized by constraints like complexity, non-
linearity etc. Here comes the need for proposals of new optimized algorithms to provide 
acceptable solutions. The introduction is good and reflects the eagerness of the authors to 
discuss the above said points. The CGOP problem is next considered along with 
unconstrained optimization of test functions; same is done for constrained functions too. 
 
The conclusion, though a bit short, is acceptable. 

I agree, thanks. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Mathematical/ Stochastic functions, formulae and their implementation are presented in a 
précised manner. Giving some examples and offering comparisons would have made the 
paper more precise. 
 

It is not clear for me what the reviewer is asking. 

Optional/General comments 
 

NONE  
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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 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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