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	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.


	There is an increasing demand for plant-based protein sources that complement/ substitute or alternative to animal protein. Leaf proteins are being actively explored for this purpose. In this context, the use of underutilized and indigenous leaves as a protein source, supported by scientific validation and community-level applicability, is a promising and meaningful approach.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	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.


	The essence of the paper is clearly conveyed, and the manuscript is well structured in a systematic manner. The selected keywords are appropriate and adequately represent the core focus of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes the references are sufficient however most of the references are outdated and only few references are from current period.
	

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


	Yes, the standard is maintained for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is well established and the flow of the contents is continuous, but it would have been better if the authors provided the protein quality analysis and interpretation. Without reviewing the pesticide/insecticide and toxicological analysis, this leaves may not recommended for human consumption.  Concerns about long-term consumption are raised by the lack of acute, sub-chronic or chronic toxicity data and thorough toxicity studies have not been adequately reported. The leaves are said to be nutritionally rich, but quantitative comparisons with established RDA standards are insufficient making the strength of the evidence in relation to Recommended Dietary Allowance (RDA) values remains unclear.
Author should use either C. cajan or Canjanus cajan in the text and avoid interchanging it. Also scientific name should be in italics. 

Authors should check their references and check with journal guidelines. Seems to be different. 

Authors have analyzed crude fat and crude protein however it is presented as protein and fat in the table and text. It must be interpreted as crude fat and crude protein. 
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