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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	This article contributes well to the knowledge of organic waste management and larvae production as a sustainable alternative feed. With the right approach and convincing results, this study can be a reference for further studies and practical applications in the livestock industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	suitable
	

	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 does not reflect the content of the manuscript; it should be adjusted to the results and discussion; in the abstract, there is writing unrelated to the material, namely Brewers' Waste (BW). The abstract must be based on the narrative of the results and discussion. For example, it is written that JFW increases the length of the larvae by 10.30%, but no analysis is discussed. The results of checking the length of the larvae in the control treatment (750) = 10.80 mm and the JFW substrate treatment (750) = 11.85 show that there is only an increase of 0.46%.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript meets the standards of scientific analysis. Still, the experimental design and statistical analysis need improvement, especially the writing of superscripts on the average value of the treatment so that it is known which treatments are significantly different. The author states the highest value but is not accompanied by a comprehensive statistical analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but not current. Of the 18 references, 2 are not in the body text, and 1 citation is not in the reference. Most of the literature is more than 10 years old.
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