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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This paper advances the algebraic analysis of uncertainty by presenting image fuzzy SUP-subalgebras and SUP-ideals inside the context of Sheffer stroke UP-algebras. The creation of similar characterizations, lattice-theoretic features, and preservation under algebraic constructions improves the theoretical foundation of fuzzy algebraic systems. These findings advance our knowledge of functionally complete logical processes in image fuzzy contexts and encourage additional theoretical research.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The tilte is very suitable for the article.

1. Picture Fuzzy Structures in Sheffer Stroke UP-Algebras
2. Picture Fuzzy Subalgebras and Ideals in Sheffer Stroke UP-Algebras with Applications to Lattice and Homomorphism Theory
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well written, and it clearly communicates the motivation, main definitions, key results, and significance of the paper. It successfully highlights the introduction of picture fuzzy structures into Sheffer stroke UP-algebras, the development of picture fuzzy SUP-subalgebras and SUP-ideals, and the principal structural properties obtained, which makes it informative for the scientific community
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, and the mathematical arguments presented are valid and well justified. The results are consistent with known properties of SUP-algebras and picture fuzzy structures, and no conceptual or technical errors were observed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally appropriate and relevant, covering the foundational works on fuzzy sets, intuitionistic fuzzy sets, picture fuzzy sets, and the core literature on UP-algebras and Sheffer stroke UP-algebras. The inclusion of recent works on SUP-algebras (2021, 2023) and picture fuzzy applications (2022) indicates awareness of current developments in the field.

However, the reference list could be slightly strengthened by including a few more recent papers (2023–2025) on picture fuzzy algebraic structures or further fuzzy extensions of SUP-algebras, if available. Adding such references would enhance the manuscript’s connection to the latest research trends. Overall, the references are sufficient, but minor updates could further improve completeness
	

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


	The overall language and English quality of the paper are appropriate for scholarly communication. The mathematical substance is stated well, and the vocabulary is consistent throughout the text. However, there are some small grammar and stylistic faults, such as poor wording and typographical errors, that might be addressed with attentive proofreading or light language editing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper makes an important and novel addition to the study of image fuzzy structures in Sheffer stroke UP-algebras. The findings are mathematically sound, well-motivated, and well stated, and they successfully expand current fuzzy algebra ideas. The paper is well-organized and easy to read. With just modest linguistic improvements, the paper is recommended for approval.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are involved in this manuscript
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