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Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The paper proposes an enhanced Deng beetle optimization algorithm. The authors claim that this

variety outperforms the classical EDBO.

The paper is well structured, and the subjects fall within the topic of the journal. In general, the

written English is good.

Please add the functions name to tables 1 and 2.

In order to improve the paper, other algorithms like PSO and GA should be compared.
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