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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 proposes an improved multiple goal 

function (MGF) method by appropriately using initial 

guess values (IGVs). After reading this manuscript, 

the following comments should be addressed. 

1. It is evidently that good IGVs improve the 

accuracy. Therefore, the overloads for the IGVs 

should be analyzed to show the technical 

contribution. It is desired to provide further 

evaluation of the computational complexity. 

2. The authors are encouraged to exhibit examples 

that may be sensitive to initialization or having 

convergence problems. In contrast, the problem 

can be overcome by the proposed IGV to enhance 

the advantage of the paper. 

3. Because the proposed method is modified to [7], 

the performance comparison with [7] should be 

provided. 

4. line 111, equation (3.5): f(x)=ββββI(x) I(x) I(x) I(x) ––––    λλλλx+f(a) x+f(a) x+f(a) x+f(a) 

should correct as should correct as should correct as should correct as f(x)=ββββI(x) I(x) I(x) I(x) ––––λλλλx+f(a)+ x+f(a)+ x+f(a)+ x+f(a)+ λλλλa.a.a.a. 

5. line 115: C=f(a)+    λλλλ(a) should revise as (a) should revise as (a) should revise as (a) should revise as C=f(a)+    λλλλa.a.a.a. 

6. Because this manuscript is a “review article”, the 

performance comparison and theoretical 

advantages should be thoroughly investigated. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. This manuscript should be carefully checked for the 

“space” required between words. There are too many 

words need to be separated for understanding. For 

example, lines 18, 39, 54, 57, 59, 68, 78, 79, 93, 95, 

96, 106, 116, 118, 125, 126, 130, 134, 143, 163, 164. 
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2. The word “etc” in lines 33 and 76 should be 

consistent.  

3. By appropriately revising the title of Section 2, the 

subsection 2.1 can be removed. 

4. Only subsection 3.1 exists in Section 3, therefore, this 

subsection can be removed. 

5. The title format of references should carefully check 

to meet the journal’s requirements. 

 

Optional/General comments 
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