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PART 1: Review Comments 

 
 Reviewer’s comment 

The resulting mean of the optimal solutions of minimization problems, whose objective functions are the 
uncertainty like functionals, are known as uncertainty mean. 

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) 

The uncertainty mean satisfies all the basic properties of the classical means, weighted homogeneous mean as 
well as many others are special cases of uncertainty means. 

 

The indeed the paper deals with comparison property and asymptotic demeanour of the 
uncertainty mean. 

 

By the help of homogeneous and weighted means, it is defined the asymptotic demeanour but it may be useful to 
derive classical inequalities. 
Also the comparison theorem for the uncertainty means are also developed under the optimality conditions. 

 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
1. The main motivation and contribution should be highlighted at the end of the Introduction. 
2. At the end of the Introduction, which theorems correspond to which conclusions need to be clearly stated?. 
3. In the references department, all references should be cited in the text in sequence. For example, the first cited item should 

be ref. [1]; then comes ref. [2]…. Etc. The new references since last 10 years ago should be added. 

 

Minor REVISION comments   
Optional/General comments   

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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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