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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.


	The study highlights how physical and environmental factors influence the life cycle of the Black Soldier Fly (Hermetia illucens), an insect of great significance for waste bioconversion and sustainable livestock feed. The findings are useful for improving waste management strategies and promoting circular economy approaches.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is relevant but can be slightly refined for clarity. Suggested alternative is given below:
“Influence of Physical and Environmental Factors on the Life Cycle of the Black Soldier Fly (Hermetia illucens)”
	

	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 abstract presents the objectives and findings but requires improvements:

1 Remove repetition of nutrient composition values.

2 Clarify results by specifying the observed differences between fast and slow growth cycles.

3 Improve grammar (e.g., “may will be evolved” → “may evolve”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental setup, observations, and results are sound, though some descriptions lack clarity (e.g., exact replication, statistical analysis). Data tables are detailed, but a more rigorous comparison with previous studies would strengthen the discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are mostly adequate and include recent literature. However, additional references from the last 3–4 years on BSF biology and waste bioconversion could be included.
	

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


	The language requires moderate editing for grammar, sentence structure, and scientific style. Issues include subject–verb agreement, redundancy, and informal phrasing. Also check the spacing between words, and also check Grammarly once because there are so many grammatical mistakes in the whole file.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1 Figures/graphs would improve data presentation.

2 Discussion should be expanded to explain why two distinct life cycle durations (fast vs. slow) were observed under the same feeding conditions.

3 Methodology should mention replication and statistical methods more clearly.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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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