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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

The use of fuzzy sets is important in different areas of scientific and domestic plan.
There are proposed some axioms of the fuzzy sets in the paper. These axioms are in
analogy with the axioms of usual sets in set theory according to logical laws. So, in
general the idea of fuzzy sets construction is consistent with the usual scientific
constructions of set theory. But the question is connected with the need to
emphasize the difference of the axioms of fuzzy sets from the usual axioms of set
theory. | think that the existence of only two theorems is not enough for the
understanding of the essence of the theory.

Minor REVISION comments

There is not enough literature in the links related to the history and prospects of the
issue.

Optional/General comments

The article is interesting and represent the perspective direction of science.
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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