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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	This manuscript is highly relevant to the scientific community as it addresses the critical need for sustainable protein sources in light of growing global challenges related to population growth, climate change, and food security. By exploring the potential of plant-based proteins and other alternative sources, it contributes to the ongoing discourse on reducing the environmental impact of traditional animal-based protein production. The manuscript also highlights the technological advancements and challenges in protein extraction and processing, providing valuable insights for researchers working on improving the quality, cost-efficiency, and scalability of alternative proteins. Furthermore, its emphasis on policy development and consumer education underscores the importance of a multi-faceted approach in achieving a sustainable food system for the future.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Sustainable Protein Alternatives: The Role of Plant-Based Proteins" is suitable as it accurately reflects the focus of the manuscript on sustainable protein sources, with a particular emphasis on plant-based proteins.
However, to make the title more comprehensive and inclusive of the various alternative protein sources discussed, a possible revision could be: such as…
"Sustainable Protein Alternatives: Exploring Plant-Based, Microbial, and Novel Protein Sources"

	

	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.


	Please explain the method that used to collect the data for this study.

The abstract mentions “plants and labs” as alternative protein sources. Please explain how to connect the data between them, as this would improve understanding.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its overall discussion of sustainable protein alternatives. The key points made about the environmental impact of animal-based proteins and the benefits of plant-based proteins are well-supported by existing literature on sustainability and nutrition. The technologies mentioned, such as high moisture extrusion and fermentation, are indeed relevant and have been widely researched for their roles in improving the functionality and quality of alternative proteins.
In Fig. 1, it is not suitable to call it “Plant-based protein alternatives” because there are many alternative sources of protein, not only from plants but also from microbes, cultured meat, etc.

Please add the research gap – based on prior studies discussing this issue. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in the manuscript appear to be comprehensive, covering a wide range of studies related to plant-based proteins, alternative protein sources, and sustainability. 
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are some areas that could be improve. There are some minor grammatical errors, such as missing articles ("the," "a").
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