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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.

	
The chapter combines immunochromatography and LAMP into a single fast test, addressing a critical demand in halal food safety.  Even after cooking, it is able to recognize the DNA of dogs and pig.  For food producers and regulators in places with limited laboratory resources, the strategy will be extremely helpful.  Using isothermal amplification in conjunction with on-strip readout, provide a portable, inexpensive test that enhances customer confidence in halal certification and scientific studies on food Authentication.

	

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

	
The title best reflects conveying the dual focus on LAMP and immunochromatography. But to make it more concise, you should shorten it to: ‘LAMP-IC Assay for Rapid Halal Food Authentication’
	

	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 effectively adressed the study’s Objectives, the methods, and main findings. But to make it more informative, the following points should be added:
· How many independent experiments were run (e.g. ‘all assays performed in triplicate, n = 3’).
· The precise limit of detection, such as DNA copy number or percentage of adulteration (for example, ‘LOD of 0.05 ng DNA, corresponding to 0.1% pork contamination’).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Experimental approach builds appropriately on established LAMP and immunochromatography techniques. However, currently lacks statistical detail. Statistical Analysis section should be  revised by adding reports:
· The number of biological and technical replicates for each assay.
· Calculation of mean values, standard deviations (or confidence intervals).
· Any statistical tests used to compare groups or determine significance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References: comprehensive and includes the latest advances in LAMP and IC. But few small formatting fixes are needed—for example, change ‘(6)(7);(8)” to “(6–8)’. &  to broaden the discussion of emerging point-of-care tools, please cite recent publications.


	

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

	
The writing is clear to understand and professional.  But the flow may be somewhat better in a correct places:

· Change "On the other hand, it means bad."  to "A T-line's absence indicates a negative outcome."
· Keep your verb tenses constant; for instance, use the past tense "LAMP-IC successfully detected" instead of the present tense "detects."

	

	Optional/General comments

	
Quantify figures: Rather than just showing the test strips, include densitometry or reader-generated signal ratios for Figures 1–4. That way readers can see hard numbers on sensitivity instead of just judging band intensity by eye.
Add an ethics statement: Animal-use approval should be addressed.

Complex food matrices: discuss the limitation and, if possible, suggest validating the assay on real-world foods such as sausages, curries, or other processed meats (e.g. High-fat or heavily spiced products can inhibit LAMP enzymes).


	



	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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