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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 1. Author should give the flow chart of the proposed approach in the manuscript to 1. A flowchart to describe the procedure of the proposed model for
easily understand the algorithm. At present it looks like a black hole. solving the proposed (FFMLQCQP) problem was given.
2. Update the introduction section with some of the recent articles under the fuzzy
environment for solving different types of the problems. 2. Recent articles under the fuzzy environment, and more
3. This article also has fewer references. references, which serve the topic of the paper, were added.
Minor REVISION comments 1. The research paper should be written in perspective of third person. Words 1. All paragraphs contain “We” were modified as it is required
such as ‘I' ‘we’ ‘our’ etc. needs to be avoided.
2. Onpage 9 and 10, at step 1,4,6,7,13,,16,19,21,22,23 the word “ go to step " 2. In steps 16,19,22; the word “ go to step ” is necessary in sequence
should be deleted. of the procedure and can’t be deleted.
Optional/General comments The content of the article is basically complete and the hierarchy is arranged well. The

essay is basically in line, the argument is more prominent, the argument can serve the

argument better. In general, the format meets the requirements of the specification;

Reference to certain literature data, its timeliness general; There was no apparent

plagiarism.
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