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1.
The title of the manuscript contains redundant words. “Nutritious and nutritional” are synonymous and should not be used in the manner presented in the title.

2.
The manuscript is poorly written with so many grammatical errors that makes comprehension of the concept very difficult.

3.
The authors intend to contribute to food and nutritional security in humans; whereas rats were used as subjects to test the treatments. As the topic and the general idea of the study suggests, one would expect to see the nutritional value of SHEA CATERPILLARS to humans.

4.
In the next revised version of the manuscript, authors should endeavor to include line numbers in the manuscript. This will make it easier for reviewers to point to areas that need amendments.

5.
The introduction is poor with no proper paragraphing. The introduction centers on protein needs in humans. No mention on the rats, which are the subject in the manuscript.

6.
The manuscript sections are not properly labeled. For instance, there is an unlabeled section (“Animals”) that should obviously come under materials and methods, included under the introduction section.

7.
The conclusion is too brief, poorly written and do not capture the key findings in the study.
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