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	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 study is important to formulate the feed for animals based on using different factors  like particle size, PH and extraction solvent. To increase protein yield and to use as feed for animals and to increase the productivity of animals by filling the gap of the protein requirement of animals.
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	The writing style of the Abstract  in this manuscript is Good but it is too wide,so,  this part “The growing interest in plant-based proteins and circular processing has created opportunities to explore oilseed by-products as affordable and sustainable protein sources. Defatted Kusum (Schleichera oleosa) seed cake represents an underutilized biomass despite its favorable nutritional composition. However, systematic investigations on its protein extraction behavior are limited”.  must be deleted  
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	In my understanding the references are sufficient but some of the references are old. So, if you get other recent references related with your study you can replace by updated refernces.
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	In my understanding the language/ English quality of this manuscript is good and communicable.
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