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Compulsory REVISION
comments

N

P.3 line 4: “... to optimize the outputs [6]-> [6] is not listed in references.
Reference [5] is not refered in article of the manuscript..

Minor REVISION 1.
comments

There were many published papers to discuss abewnmparison of
Mamdani FIS and Sugeno FIS. This manuscript presemtund price
forecasting issue and with a reasonable contribwitd experiment
results.

This manuscript addresses a very interesting t@ipowt Fund price
forecasting with two different Fuzzy mythologigdowever, the authors
demonstrated insufficient related works in thisi¢ofphe contributions of
this work had not been clearly defined. In thecéetionly two different
FISs experiment results were demonstrated, bubmparison results to
other methodology such as other Fund/Stock forexppapers.

The author should add more references which retatéte topic of the
fund/stock price prediction using fuzzy methodoldgyrove this work’s
accuracy and efficiency.

Optional /General

comments In general, the manuscript presented an imporssuiel and with a reasonab
contribution and experiment results.
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