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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 manuscript is of importance to all the fields concerned with understanding consumer perceptions and attitude. More so it is of use to economist who wants to carryout studies on consumer willingness to accept new technologies because consumer perception commands acceptance and adoption. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not communicating to the reader. Using Thurstone and Equal-Appearing interval scale in one sentence doesn’t picture well.
The author should use either of the two but not both. 

(Development, Validation and Pilot Testing of a Thurstone Scale in Assessing Attitudes Toward Entomophagy) to avoid Tautology.
	

	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 information contained is scientific, however the structure of the abstract is not appealing to readers. It should be narrative based without breaks to communicate better. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. However the citations should be in similar progression. For example, paragraph 1 in the introduction,  the 3rd sentence citation starts with 2019 and ends with 2025 while that last citation on the same paragraph starts with 2021, then 2017, but when it comes to. Author should ensure consistency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. They range from 1929 to 2025 an indication of growth in research in the study area.
	

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


	Yes. It is communicating.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study has explored Thurstone scale well but the author needs to state why it is better that the other methods to make the study more authentic.
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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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