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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 this manuscript authors developed the similarity measure based on transformed right angle triangles in the intuitionistic fuzzy sets. The most important aspect of this article is its application, authors used the developed technique for the diagnosis of disease.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Need to improve
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. authors needs to add references.
	

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


	Needs to improve
	

	Optional/General comments


	Authors constructed extention of similarity measure based on transformed right angle triangles in the intuitionistic fuzzy sets. The presented idea is good but needs several improvements before further processing. My suggestions for authors are given as follows:

1.
I encourage you to improve the abstract section precisely with your core contributions.

2.
The problem statement and motivation are not given. Please add the problem statement and motivation of this research in detail.

3.
There are no research questions, so please add the research question for the reader's convenience.

4.
Introduction is very week, please revise the introduction and cite the foolowing studies to improve introduction. (a): Samad, A., Zulqarnain, R. M., Sermutlu, E., Ali, R., Siddique, I., Jarad, F., & Abdeljawad, T. (2021). Selection of an Effective Hand Sanitizer to Reduce COVID‐19 Effects and Extension of TOPSIS Technique Based on Correlation Coefficient under Neutrosophic Hypersoft Set. Complexity, 2021(1), 5531830. (b): Zulqarnain, M., & Dayan, F. (2017). Selection of best alternative for an automotive company by intuitionistic fuzzy TOPSIS method. International journal of scientific & technology research, 6(10), 126-132. (c): Zulqarnain, M., & Dayan, F. (2017). Choose best criteria for decision making via fuzzy topsis method. Mathematics and Computer Science, 2(6), 113-119. (d): Zulqarnain, M., & Saeed, M. (2017). A new decision making method on interval valued fuzzy soft matrix (IVFSM). British Journal of Mathematics & Computer Science, 20(5), 1-17. (e): Siddique, I., Zulqarnain, R. M., Ali, R., Jarad, F., & Iampan, A. (2021). Multicriteria Decision‐Making Approach for Aggregation Operators of Pythagorean Fuzzy Hypersoft Sets. Computational Intelligence and Neuroscience, 2021(1), 2036506. (f): Zulqarnain, R. M., Abdal, S., Ali, B., Ali, L., Dayan, F., Ahamad, M. I., & Zafar, Z. (2020). Selection of medical clinic for disease diagnosis by using TOPSIS method. International Journal of Pharmaceutical Sciences Review and Research, 61(1), 22-27. (g): Zulqarnain, R. M., Abdal, S., Maalik, A., Ali, B., Zafar, Z., Ahamad, M. I., ... & Dayan, F. (2020). Application of TOPSIS method in decision making via soft set. Biomed J Sci Tech Res, 24(3), 18208-18215. (h): Zulqarnain, R. M., Siddique, I., Ali, R., Jarad, F., Samad, A., & Abdeljawad, T. (2021). Neutrosophic Hypersoft Matrices with Application to Solve Multiattributive Decision‐Making Problems. Complexity, 2021(1), 5589874. (i): Gurmani, S. H., Zhang, Z., Zulqarnain, R. M., & Askar, S. (2023). An interaction and feedback mechanism-based group decision-making for emergency medical supplies supplier selection using T-spherical fuzzy information. Scientific Reports, 13(1), 8726. (j): Zulqarnain, R. M., Garg, H., Ma, W. X., & Siddique, I. (2024). Optimal cloud service provider selection: An MADM framework on correlation-based TOPSIS with interval-valued q-rung orthopair fuzzy soft set. Engineering Applications of Artificial Intelligence, 129, 107578. (k): Zulqarnain, R. M., Rehman, H. K. U., Awrejcewicz, J., Ali, R., Siddique, I., Jarad, F., & Iampan, A. (2022). Extension of Einstein average aggregation operators to medical diagnostic approach under Q-rung orthopair fuzzy soft set. IEEE access, 10, 87923-87949. (l): Zulqarnain, R. M., Garg, H., Siddique, I., Ali, R., Alsubie, A., Hamadneh, N. N., & Khan, I. (2021). Algorithms for a Generalized Multipolar Neutrosophic Soft Set with Information Measures to Solve Medical Diagnoses and Decision‐Making Problems. Journal of Mathematics, 2021(1), 6654657. (m): Zulqarnain, R. M., Siddique, I., Iampan, A., Awrejcewicz, J., Bednarek, M., Ali, R., & Asif, M. (2022). Novel multicriteria decision making approach for interactive aggregation operators of q-rung orthopair fuzzy soft set. IEEE access, 10, 59640-59660. (n): Gurmani, S. H., Zhang, Z., & Zulqarnain, R. M. (2023). An integrated group decision-making technique under interval-valued probabilistic linguistic T-spherical fuzzy information and its application to the selection of cloud storage provider. Aims Mathematics, 8, 20223-20253. (o): Gurmani, S. H., Garg, H., Zulqarnain, R. M., & Siddique, I. (2023). Selection of unmanned aerial vehicles for precision agriculture using interval-valued q-rung orthopair fuzzy information based TOPSIS method. International Journal of Fuzzy Systems, 25(8), 2939-2953.

5.
“2. Application of weighted similarity measures to medical diagnoses” this should be section 4.

6.
The authors need to revise the flowchart of the proposed model in section 4 in a professional way. The already presented flowchart is very simple. 

7.
Please clarify which of the assumptions is new in this area in the problem definition.

8.
How did you consider the data in Table 1 and 2?

9.
The input section mentions constructing a group of decision-makers but doesn't clearly explain how they influence the process. Similarly, the output section could benefit from more detail on the final results, such as how the ranking is used for decision-making.

10.
There are several grammatical and syntax errors in the entire manuscript. I suggest that the authors should revise the manuscript carefully.

11.
Please add the advantages of the proposed model before the conclusion.
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