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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
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Compulsory REVISION comments
1.- The author gives in the title one
information about fuzzy computational cost,
but in developing the article does not have a
value in seconds but there is no evidence of
how this data is obtained. Suggest is evidence
to include the computational cost in view at
least a pair of platforms.

2.- The author say in the abstract “This paper
results in a better approach
11 for computing different queuing models in
the fuzzy environment that it can be more
effective than
12 deterministic queuing models.”

The  Author not presented evidence that "so much
better", also not presented evidence of the
effectiveness.

The given numerical example is
hypothetical example to explain the
method.  Now the title is changed as Fuzzy
cost computations of M/M/1 and M/G/1
queuing model.  Now the article developed
suits with the title.  Since fuzzy approach is
much realistic and practical to express
uncertainties cost of the queues are
considered as fuzzy.

Fuzzy approach is better than
deterministic queuing models. Fuzzy
queues are more realistic and practical.
Fuzzy ranking is used to compare cost of
the queues. This is modified and rewritten
again in the abstract.

Minor REVISION comments
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Optional/General comments I find it very interesting topic,I recommend attending the two comments.I also recommend to make a general review of the articleand include a little background on each section
Thank you sir/madamPreliminaries are added.


