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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.


	This manuscript presents a generalized framework for weighted cross-entropy measures that effectively handles vagueness and uncertainty in discrete probability distributions. It brings together several well-known entropy and divergence measures as special cases within a single theoretical structure. The results contribute theoretical insight and are relevant to applications in information theory, pattern recognition, and data analysis.
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	The abstract is clear and covers the main aim of the paper. It explains the proposed generalization well. It would be more effective if it briefly mentioned the key results and possible applications. No major deletions are needed.
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	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The theoretical properties, including symmetry, convexity, and concavity with respect to the mixing parameter, are clearly addressed.
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	The references cited in the manuscript are relevant. The references used in the manuscript are sufficient in context of appropriate. 
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	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear and formal, and the mathematical ideas are expressed with appropriate academic terminology. Only minor editorial refinements may be needed to further improve clarity and readability.
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	This paper presents a well-structured study on generalized weighted cross-entropy measures in vague settings. It extends classical measures like Kullback–Leibler and Jensen–Shannon. The results are well-supported. 
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