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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 research article would be useful for the researchers in view of epidemiological surveillance  and public health perspective. Knowledge on the efficiency of LAMP in the earlier phase of leptospirosis will be highly useful for the field diagnosis by scientific communities under One health framework. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, scientifically written through out the article except at one place i.e without paired sera testing , it cannot be concluded as mixed reaction. Paired sera testing is needed to rule out the infecting serovars or paradoxical reaction. Clarification or reference is needed to justify this..
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.  Author claims that  the serovar with highest dilution is taken as infecting serovar even positive titres were obtained for other serovars. Reference should be added justifying this.
	

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


	Suitable though it lacks grammatical construction in few places
	

	Optional/General comments


	Good research
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