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	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This paper addresses a relevant challenge in urban logistics by applying an improved ant colony algorithm (ACA) to the Electric Vehicle Routing Problem (EVRP) for concrete mixer trucks. The model effectively integrates multi-objective optimization with discharge profit considerations, addressing a gap in current low-carbon transport literature. The analysis of cost structures—identifying that fixed and time-based costs dominate over 98% of the total—provides actionable insights for industry practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is acceptable but lacks specificity. I recommend: "Optimizing Urban Electric Concrete Mixer Truck Routing with an Improved Ant Colony Algorithm: Balancing Costs and Discharge Profits."
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is clear, but should concisely state the model’s assumptions (e.g., one-to-many distribution, no energy consumption during standby) to establish scope early on. Also, avoid repetitive emphasis on "low-carbon logistics" in the final sentence; the technical contribution is self-evident.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The mixed-integer programming model is well-formulated, and the ACA implementation (pheromone updates, elite strategies) is logical. However, the assumption of static traffic is a limitation; the authors should explicitly acknowledge this as a caveat for real-world applicability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current bibliography covers foundational VRP studies well, but lacks recent (2023–2025) developments. Adding state-of-the-art studies on AI-driven EVRP optimization would improve the paper's currency.
	

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


	The English is generally clear, but requires professional proofreading. There are notable typographical errors (e.g., "URINEort" in the conclusion). Please ensure the manuscript undergoes a thorough copy-edit to correct these lapses and improve phrasing (e.g., "enhance the discharge profitability" instead of "discharge profit... can also be increased").
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a pragmatically valuable extension of EVRP by integrating discharge profits for concrete mixer trucks. While the model is scientifically sound and the contribution to low-carbon logistics is clear, the work’s impact is somewhat constrained by oversimplified assumptions and a lack of robust comparative benchmarks. The language is generally acceptable but requires a final polish to address minor technical inaccuracies.
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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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