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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 an important area in food science and nutrition by systematically evaluating the effects of sprouting and spontaneous fermentation on the nutritional and anti-nutritional composition of soybeans. Soybean is a widely consumed legume in developing regions, and improving its nutrient bioavailability through low-cost traditional processing techniques has direct relevance for food security and public health. The comparative approach adopted in this study provides useful empirical evidence that supports the optimization of germination and fermentation practices. The findings are valuable for researchers, food technologists, and nutritionists interested in improving plant-based protein quality.
	

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

	Yes, the title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the study. It appropriately highlights both processing methods (sprouting and fermentation) as well as the nutritional and anti-nutritional parameters investigated. No change is necessary.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well structured. It clearly states the objective, methods, key findings, and overall conclusion of the study. However, the authors may consider briefly clarifying the fermentation duration (24–72 h) and specifying that fermentation was spontaneous to improve methodological clarity. Otherwise, the abstract adequately summarizes the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. Standard analytical procedures (AOAC and established protocols) were used for proximate, mineral, vitamin, and anti-nutritional analyses. The experimental design, use of controls, and statistical treatment of data are acceptable. The results are consistent with existing literature and are logically interpreted in the discussion section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include both classical and recent studies relevant to sprouting, fermentation, and soybean nutrition. Most citations fall within the last 5–6 years, which is appropriate. However, some references are duplicated in the list and should be consolidated to improve clarity and formatting consistency.
	

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

	The language is clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly publication. Minor grammatical and typographical issues are present but do not affect comprehension. A light language editing would further enhance clarity and presentation.

	

	Optional/General comments

	· The manuscript would benefit from a clearer distinction between sprouted-only and fermented-only samples in the methodology section.
· Units for anti-nutritional factors should be standardized across tables for easier comparison.
· Including mineral and vitamin data for sprouted samples, if available, would strengthen the comparative aspect of the study.
The manuscript is scientifically sound and suitable for publication after minor revisions related to clarity, formatting, and reference consolidation.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No ethical issues are identified. 
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