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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This manuscript addresses a highly relevant issue in food safety — the persistence of adulteration in fast-growing urban regions of India. By combining laboratory assays with socioeconomic context, it provides a grounded understanding of both technical and behavioral drivers of adulteration. The findings have practical implications for policymakers, regulators (FSSAI), and public health authorities. The study can support the development of rapid detection frameworks and local enforcement strategies. However, the impact could be strengthened with clearer policy recommendations and a deeper connection to existing national data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the focus but could be slightly improved for academic clarity:
“Assessment of Food Adulteration and Its Determinants in Gurugram and South West District of Delhi, India.”
This conveys both the analytical and geographic scope more explicitly
	

	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 well-organized and informative, summarizing objectives, methods, and major results. However:

· The language should be slightly simplified to make it more readable to non-technical audiences.

· Mentioning confidence intervals or statistical significance levels briefly would add scientific strength.

 Overall, it effectively reflects the study but needs a final proofread for fluency and flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is methodologically solid, with appropriate sampling (n = 360), use of confirmatory lab tests (GC–MS, HPLC, FTIR), and basic statistical treatment (χ² and logistic regression).
However, there are serious contextual inconsistencies — large parts of the introduction discuss livestock breeding and animal husbandry, which are irrelevant to the study. These must be removed, as they disrupt coherence and raise concerns about manuscript integrity.
Moreover, the results should better connect to risk assessment and policy response frameworks rather than stop at descriptive statistics.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is problematic.

· Most citations (Singh et al., 2025 series) are unrelated to the topic and appear to be generic agricultural texts, not food adulteration or analytical chemistry sources.

· There are no references from recent food safety journals (2020–2024).
 Author should include updated and directly relevant works (e.g., FSSAI reports, WHO/FAO food adulteration studies, Indian Journal of Food Science, etc.).
This is a critical area needing revision.


	

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


	The English level is moderate but not publication-ready.
There are grammar issues, redundancy, and awkward transitions. The Results and Discussion section is readable and clear, but the Introduction and References sections require thorough language editing and contextual correction.
Suggest a full professional language edit before submission.
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