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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.


	This manuscript is structured and comprehensive on the development of plant-based meat. The research is important, scientific and timely for the scientific community. The methodology followed is appropriate for the study, however major revision is required.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is suitable 
	

	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 addressed well; however, the final sentence is too long, ensure clarity and readability of the abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, the manuscript has some contradictions, incorrect statistical analysis, and it is not properly reported
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The referencing formatting is inconsistent in the whole manuscript, and it is not correctly cited. Major revision
	

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


	It needs a serious language revision, there are grammatical errors, awkward phrasing and typing error. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Use standard referencing style throughout the manuscript
2. The text describes a factorial design examining "carrageenan," but Table 1 lists "Transglutaminase." Why? Correct the entire manuscript, this is a major inconsistency
3. The method of hypercholesterolemia induction is not described, address this appropriately
4. The result and discussion section is not properly organized and presented

5. Section numbering is not consistent

6. The statistical significance is placed incorrectly, and it is not properly reported

7. Tables and graphs are not clear 

8. The manuscript refers figure 1, but there is no figure 1 in the manuscript

9. Rewrite the result and discussion section 

10. Proofread and edit the whole manuscript
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