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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.


	Silkworm pupae are the major by-product of the silk industry with a lot of potential uses. This MS depicts one such application in the field of aquaculture. Exploring insect-based protein sources has gained a lot of importance in the recent days. The review describes nutritional, functional, and processing aspects of silkworm pupae providing useful insights in terms of aquafeed formulations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It’s clear and appropriate.
	

	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.


	· I request the authors to shorten some of the sentences.
· Mention the limitations on a balanced note.

· Add a sentence which summarizes the manuscript’s unique contribution compared to previous reviews.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The MS is no doubt scientifically accurate supported with appropriate references
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Yes, but I request the authors to add a paragraph in the Introduction about the other uses of silkworm pupae (supported with proper references), which have been researched in the last five years, apart from aquaculture feed.
	

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


	· Grammatical errors must be thoroughly checked and corrected upon
	

	Optional/General comments


	A comparative table on nutritional values of silkworm pupae vs. other edible insect feed would be beneficial.
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	Author’s Feedback (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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