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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 is a good-quality manuscript with a significant scientific contribution that shows clarity in the experimental process. From the abstract, it is evident that this paper analyzes 10 samples of soybean meal for DDGS adulteration. The adaptiveness and reference of the observations of Ravindra Jadhav (2024), who reported that even 1% DDGS inclusion can lower soybean meal pH to 6.5 or below within the manuscript, makes it particularly impactful. With some minor adjustments to the title, methodology, conclusions, and references, as well as correction of typos, this manuscript should be of great importance to the scientific community.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is precise and good, but for clarity, "soyabean" should be "soybean"; I recommend:
 
EVALUATION OF QUALITY OF RAW SOYBEAN MEAL FOR DDGS ADULTERATION
 
Furthermore, kindly replace "soyabean" with "soybean" in 7 matches throughout the manuscript.

	

	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 background section is well written, clear, objective, precise, and concise.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically backed up, as it comes with a clear research question, and the writing approach is clear enough: "This study aimed to estimate the impact of low-level DDGS adulteration on the nutritional composition of SBM and its potential economic implications for farmers," which is fully justified in the clear write-up and extensively justified in the results and discussion. The conclusions are quite short and need work, as stated in the general comment section. Although the manuscript needs a little tweaking, as stated in the comments. Overall, the manuscript has good scientific reliability.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent enough, but the URL and DOI of references 1, 2, and 6 are incorrect.
 
I do not understand what the asterisk "*" is doing all over the references.
 
Also, adding more references to this important paper will do no harm; please do.
 
A reference used in the in-text citation is missing in the references; it is listed below:
 
(Salma Akter Papiya, 2023)

	

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

	Minor typo:
 
"A volume of 6mL of 7molL−1 HNO3 and 2mL of 30% H2O2 were added to a blank sample, and 250mg accurately weighed of each evaluated sample, in the microwave vessels."
 
The unit used in this section of the methodology should be represented appropriately: 250 mg, 2 mL, 6 mL, 7 molL⁻¹
 
The conclusion is too brief, and it needs to include a comparison of previous results, like how this "Ravindra Jadhav (2024)" was used in the result and discussion. And there is a need to stress the importance of the impact and the potential economic implications of low-level DDGS adulteration on the nutritional composition of SBM for farmers. 

Apart from that, it is written in clear, communicative language. suitable for scholarly communication
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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