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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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


	Alternative protein sources such as insects play a key role in global food security. Furthermore, insect meal is supposed to be a potential, and promising alternative to unsustainable fishmeal in animal feed industry. However, nutritional profile of insects depends on the feeding, and the applicable topic is a novel subject to the world. Therefore, it is worth to identify the available feeding regimes, and improving options.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is quite exaggerative, because the study merely suggested feed formulas to enhance the weight of A. domesticus. Food security is a long-term goal. Therefore, words such as “sustainable” and “food security” have to be removed. 
Thus, the below topic is proposed.

Optimizing Nutritional Regimes for Weight Gain/(or Growth Peformance) in House Crickets (Acheta domesticus).
	

	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.


	Abstract is comprehensive. However, it is convenient to use abbreviations for the treatments after the first mention.
Eg: High protein diet (HPD).

Results should be mentioned in the descriptive manner in the abstract using the abbreviations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Methodology, including statistical analysis, results and discussion presentation in optimum level.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is better to include more recent references replacing old/dated references. Some of the related references have been included below.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jisesa/ieaa014
http://doi.org/10.4194/AQUAST1187
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfca.2025.107263
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aqrep.2022.101260
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2023.104226

	

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


	The language is optimum, and suitable for an academic work. However, grammatical, syntax, and other errors can be observed throughout the manuscript. Therefore, authors have to revise the manuscript by an editor.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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