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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.


	1. It highlights the importance of neutrosophic probability distributions for modeling uncertainty and indeterminacy in biomedical data.

2. It demonstrates practical advantages over classical statistical methods through clear biomedical applications.

3. It guides future research by identifying gaps, challenges, and directions for broader scientific adoption.

4. The manuscript serves as a valuable reference that both advances methodological awareness and encourages further interdisciplinary research and tool development in biomedical statistics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable and appropriate for the content presented.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly outlines the motivation, scope, methodology, key advantages, limitations, and future directions of neutrosophic probability distributions in biomedical research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	      Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, and its correctness is supported by the following strong points:
1. The study is based on a sound and consistent neutrosophic theoretical framework.

2. It applies the methods to real biomedical data with valid comparative analysis.

3. The conclusions are coherent, well-supported, and aligned with existing research.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent, with several key works published in recent years, covering both theoretical foundations and applied biomedical studies in neutrosophic statistics. But, consider references linking “neutrosophic methods with machine learning or AI in healthcare”, to broaden interdisciplinary relevance.
	

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


	Yes, the overall language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor improvements are recommended to enhance clarity and polish, such as refining sentence structure, reducing repetition, and correcting occasional grammatical or typographical issues.
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