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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 manuscript is crucial for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the effects of various soy flour processing methods on the functional, proximate, and antioxidant properties of the flour. By comparing three distinct processing methods, the study highlights how specific techniques influence key nutritional and functional characteristics, which can be critical for improving the quality and applications of soy flour in food products. The findings related to antioxidant activity, including FRAP and DPPH inhibition, contribute to understanding the health benefits of soy flour and its potential role in combating oxidative stress.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, but it could be slightly refined for conciseness and better readability. Here's a suggested alternative:

"Impact of Soy Flour Processing Methods on Its Functional, Proximate and Antioxidant Properties"


	

	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.


	Focus on the key findings that show differences between the methods. 
Main aim and background of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript reports the use of Duncan’s multiple range comparison test (DMRCT) for separating means, but it also mentions using Least Significant Difference (LSD) for pairwise comparison. These two methods serve similar purposes, so it might be redundant to include both. The manuscript should clarify why both are used.
· There are minor grammatical errors such as "PM1vhaving" (should be "PM1 having") and occasional missing spaces. A careful proofread to correct these would improve readability.

· Limitations of the study.
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	No
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