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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 is very important because it addresses the major clinical challenge of actually differentiating neurodegenerative diseases that share overlapping symptoms. And it is very crucial to diagnose the correct disease for getting correct treatment. By reviewing the integration of PET, MRI and EEG with ML highlights a biologically grounded and more precise diagnostic approach compared to single-modality methods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title suits well with the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 its lengthy. I would suggest to concise the abstract within 250-300 words. I will suggest to just highlight the importance of these imaging techniques rather than explaining in abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript scientifically sounds very important. The scientific importance of this manuscript lies in its integration of complementary neurobiological signals—molecular (PET), structural (MRI), and functional (EEG)—through advanced machine learning frameworks to improve differential diagnosis of major neurodegenerative syndromes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent and need some more references to interpret.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Nil
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	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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