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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.

	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides clear mechanistic evidence linking a novel probiotic strain (Lactobacillus plantarum KFY02) with regulation of lipid metabolism and inflammation through the PPAR-α/γ signaling pathway in a well-established high-fat diet–induced obesity mouse model. Importantly, the work highlights traditional fermented foods as reservoirs of functionally superior probiotic strains, contributing to nutraceutical development and functional food research. The comparative evaluation with L-carnitine and an industrial Lactobacillus strain further enhances translational relevance.
	

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

	Yes, the title is largely suitable and accurately reflects the study design, biological model, and mechanistic pathway investigated
	

	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 is scientifically comprehensive and well-structured
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes,The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and largely recent, with strong coverage from 2016–2019
	

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

	The language is generally understandable and suitable, but moderate English polishing is recommended.




	

	Optional/General comments

	



	















	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)

No ethical issues were identified
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