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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 P37: By using the MATLAB mathematics software,
the time (12 hours) that is used to obtain the optimal
alternative with the Xia and Xu’ method is far more
than the one (1 second) that is used to obtain the
optimal alternative with our method.
The review wants to know: are the compared
experiments implemented under the same
conditions? What’s the possible reasons for the great
difference?

Minor REVISION comments 1. Check and improve the grammars, for instance,
P34 has the spelling mistake,words
“TOPIS”should be “TOPSIS”；

2. The figure 1 is too far to the cited place.

Optional/General comments 1．About Definition 2.2~2.4, could they be
extended to n hesitant fuzzy elements, such as three,
four?
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