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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 (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.

	Albeit the euqation seems interesting, Before the Big Bang: An Outrageous New Perspective and Its Implications for Particle Physics. European Particle Accelerator Conference, Edinburgh, Scotland.
It is in this regard, I think at least, the author needs to clarify if the Nudimmud Physics something related to observational cosmology? And what exactly is its further potenntials and contributions to the explorations of dark matters, as is vaguely mentioned in the literature?
	

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

	I think the author needs to refine the whole manuscript in order to really inform the readers on the meaning of the title. For example, if the author is pro- or anti-tychoparticles with the equestion, and its potential in gathering empirical evidence?
	

	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 introduction is still not strong enough with the connections between scalar field cosmology and Loop Quantum Gravity. Penrose’s proposal of Comformal Cyclic Cosmology has a stronger mathematical and morphological basis for special relativity, especially considering his previous collaborative works with Steven Hawking on the scarlar and pseudoscalar fields. Such a distinction must be clarified in the introduction before the coined term Nudimmud Physics.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The author emphasizes too much on the numerical simulation’s corroborations in the other mainstream instrumentation’s parameters. But I encourage the author to elaborate further on the aspects that may even be considered scientifically incorrect, but justified in the research!
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	In the context of singularities and cosmology, Roger Penrose’s references must be made for the arguments. There are also superstring string theories if the author wants to emphasize the theoretical aspects of cosmology, or plasma cosmology, nuclear-related cosmological arguments (for example, Commins, E. D. CP Violation in Atomic and Nuclear Physics https://www.slac.stanford.edu/gen/meeting/ssi/1999/media/commins.pdf, and Bostick, W. H., Nardi, V., & Prior, W. J. (1972). Study of Vortex Annihilation and Neutron Production), or Steven Weingberg’s works.
	

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

	
The punctuations in long sentences need to be more concise, but the overall language expressions are suitable. Another thing needs to be noted is that even though the author may want to change the context in section 3 with the reintroduction of the equation, it is still uncomfortable to read in such a way that is redundant, albeit necessary. This is the problem of the logical construct of the literature itself.



	

	Optional/General comments

	

Either from an instrumentation limitation perspective or from a astrophysical and cosmological theory perspective, singularities cannot be circumvented, especially with the observational evidence of black holes and white holes (Pachankis, Y. I. (2022). White Hole Observation: An Experimental Result. International Journal of Innovative Science and Research Technology, 7(2), 779–790. https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.6360849 and Pachankis, Y. I. (2021). Research on the Kerr-Newman Black Hole in M82 Confirms Black Hole and White Hole Thermonuclear Binding. Academia Letters, Article 3199. https://doi.org/10.20935/al3199).

Weakly interacting massive particles may also be a field that needs to be addressed when mentioning loop quantum gravity.

	



	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? 

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