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FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

 

I have checked this new version of the paper. Several aspects have been improved since 

the last version and the authors have followed most of the reviewer suggestions. 

 

Considering these aspects, in my opinion the paper can be accepted for publication.  

 

However, the reviewer still considers that there are some aspects of the Evolutionary 

approach that are not totally correct (the way SOEA is implemented almost seems that 

there is a random search) and the writing style and the grammar should be improved in 

the final version. 

 

Furthermore, all variables along the text should be typed in italics font. 

 

On page 12, last two paragraphs, it is not clear to the reviewer why in one paragraph it 

is stated that “The maximum weight for the biggest possible evolved SAWR is first 

calculated which is 900g” and in the other “…the maximum weight for the biggest 

possible evolved solutions including legs is estimated at 950g”. Shouldn’t the maximum 

estimated weight be the same in both cases? 
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