Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_133771

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Unified Cosmogenesis: Scalar-Torsion Dynamics and the Emergence of Nudimmud Physics

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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 deals with a unified scalar-torsion cosmological framework called "Nudimmud Physics," which successfully resolves fundamental cosmological and quantum gravity issues through a simplified and testable approach. While addressing these issues, numerical simulations utilize the refined unified scalar potential derived from various fields of physics, such as scalar-torsion cosmology, Loop Quantum Gravity, and String Theory. Moreover, this manuscript is supported by the theoretical and computational comparative study for more accurate data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title could be suitable but the title “Unified Cosmogenesis: Scalar-Torsion Dynamics and the Foundations of Nudimmud Physics” might be more suitable. “the Foundations” could be more suitable than “the Emergence” for this article. 
	

	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 of the article is quite comprehensive. On the other hand, separating the abstract of the article with headings “Aims”, “Study design”, “Methodology” and “Results” made it more understandable.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically correct; however, some sections could have been more thoroughly supported and explained.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are quite recent. The number of references may be few, but it is sufficient for this article.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language quality of the article is quite suitable for scholarly communications. Also, the author's language is quite understandable. Perhaps, there may be some grammatical errors in the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are some deficiencies in this manuscript. The model could have included a comparative analysis with observational data. Its relationship with existing quantum gravity theories (e.g., Loop Quantum Cosmology, String Theory) could have been discussed in more detail, and it could have more clearly demonstrated what advantages it offers compared to alternative models (e.g., ekpyrotic cosmology or f(R) gravity models). More technical details should have been provided on how the simulations were conducted, the physical meaning of the parameters used, and the mathematical formulation of the model. Moreover, the behavior of scalar-torsion interaction in high-energy regimes could have also been studied.
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	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 are not.
	


Reviewer details:

Ismail Tunahan Sahin, University of Turkish Aeronautical Association, Turkiye
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

