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	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	In order to overcome the drawbacks of earlier R-implication-based methods for simulating ambiguous preferences in rational decision-making, this book introduces S-implications and a unique S-residuum operator, advancing fuzzy choice theory. For real-world decisions where leniency and minimal requirements are important, it offers a behaviourally richer framework by reformulating important rationality axioms such as S-FWARP and S-FSCA and demonstrating their regularity and interrelations under S-FWCA. By moving from algebraic R-implications to behaviourally interpretive S-implications combined with S-residuum, this work closes a significant gap in fuzzy rationality research and makes it possible to logically analyse non-associative, non-commutative structures.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "S-Implication Based Rationality of Fuzzy Choice Functions" accurately sums up the main innovation, which is the use of S-implications in conjunction with S-residuum to approach fuzzy choice rationality.


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Conclusions (logical interrelations), methods (axiom reformulations), innovation (S-residuum introduction), and problem (unclear preferences needing S-implications) are all succinctly summarised in the abstract. Although it is thorough, a succinct techniques hint, such as "proves S-FSCA ⇒ S-FWCA," might be included without going over the allotted length;
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	With typical preliminaries (t-norms, S-implications from Klir & Yuan), rigorous proofs (e.g., Theorem 3.4 on S-residuum characteristics, Theorem 5.6 on regularity), and counterexamples confirming statements like S-implication-t-norm failures, the paper seems to be scientifically correct. The mathematical concepts are in line with the literature (e.g., Georgescu), and the interrelations (S-FSCA S-FWCA S-FSWCA) make sense; the sampled parts show no obvious flaws.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are twenty-five references in all, spanning both imprecise specifics (Desai 2014-2019[5-7], Georgescu 2004-2007[9-12]) and classics (Arrow 1959, Samuelson 1938). The majority have a balanced scope and are recent in comparison to foundational works (e.g., 2024, 2025); for a wider influence, add one or two more studies from the 2020s.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	With its precise vocabulary (such as "behaviourally meaningful foundation"), active evidence, and clear organization, English is generally appropriate for scientific communication. Typographical errors "associativite" for "associative," "continous," "residum" for "residuum," and "ukasiewicz" for "Łukasiewicz" are minor problems.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The innovative S-residuum operator successfully addresses S-implication constraints with unambiguous proofs, making this publication a solid addition with great potential in fuzzy rationality and economics journals. It also shows a substantial theoretical progress in fuzzy decision theory.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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