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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	The author proposes the new approach to probability the SPP which surpasses the classical, complex, quaternionic and cotonionic frameworks in both structural expressiveness and interpretive depth. The comparison part gives a clearcut ideas about the new invention. The inclusion of C++ algorithms and corresponding programs for each model helps readers grasp the concepts more easily and enables accurate evaluation of the proposed approach. Its applications across areas such as quantum–classical correspondence, turbulence modeling, reliability engineering, semantic physics, artificial intelligence architectures, and epistemic design indicate that the work may serve as a useful contribution to further research .
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
Yes, the title of the article is informative
	

	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 mentioned in each chapter gives a comprehensive ideas about the chapter.
But the Kolmogorove foundation, Sedenion structure is repeated in each chapter. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.  The inclusion of algorithms and program code makes the work more practical and easier to follow, and it adds value to the overall presentation of the proposed framework.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are generally well chosen and arranged in a clear order, moving from older studies to more recent ones up to 2024.
	

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

	
Yes, language of this article is clear, reader-friendly way, which help the reader to understand the  concept easier. 


	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript presents a clear and structured manner of its mathematical concepts. The mathematical concepts are presented in a way that is mostly accessible, and the overall flow makes the argument understandable. The applications of this concept mentioned here are helpful to the reader to improve or explore more on this topic.


	





	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No, There is no ethical issues found up to my knowledge.
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