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	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.
	I have reviewed the manuscript titled “Hyperbolic Extensions of Generalized Pandita Numbers.” It contributes to the study of integer sequences and hypercomplex number systems. It may be of interest to researchers in algebraic structures and discrete mathematics, though its impact would be enhanced by clearer exposition and contextual motivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	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.
	The abstract summarizes the content but lacks clarity on the motivation and significance of the study. It should briefly state the purpose and potential applications of the proposed extensions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The mathematical content is generally sound, but several theorems are stated without proof. More detailed derivations are needed to ensure reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but skew toward older sources. The manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent literature and better integration of citations into the text.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	It contains grammatical errors and inconsistent terminology. A thorough language and style revision is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The authors may:

1. Add a notation table for clarity.
2. Include numerical examples to illustrate key results.
3. Improve formatting of equations and tables as per the journal style.
4. Clarify the motivation and potential applications of the work
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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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Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No evidence of plagiarism was found.
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