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	Compulsory REVISION comments


	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	I liked this manuscript.

Isoflavones which were found in higher quantity in soybean meal compared to other livestock feed ingredients. So there is  possibility of transferring genistein and daidzein (free isoflavones) from feed into eggs, milk, and tissues, potentially leading to the production of designer eggs, milk, or meat enriched with isoflavones. Long-term clinical trials with standardized phytoestrogen preparations are necessary to confirm these beneficial health effects.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)                                                      

	YEy
yes
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive,
Some points or words to be added

· This study aimed to detect and quantify free isoflavones, specifically genistein and daidzein, which are found in commonly used feed ingredients

· Can be added with another key word soya bean meal
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	No,
Tables and figures to be written as per author guidelines. Sections and subsections should be numbered properly.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript appears to be scientifically correct, studies seems to be conducted properly with all standard protocol. It can be accepted that this manuscript appears scientifically robust and technically sound.
	

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

-
	References are sufficient, but not following author guidelines
All references must be numbered consecutively and citations of references in text should be identified using numbers in square brackets. References must be listed at the end of the manuscript and numbered in the order that they appear in the text.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Yes 
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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