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	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 study provides a novel and validated Thurstone scale, a crucial tool for reliably measuring Indian consumer attitudes toward entomophagy. It fills a significant methodological gap by offering researchers a psychometrically robust instrument to quantify acceptance and barriers. The findings also establish essential baseline data, directly informing future strategies for product development, education, and policy to promote insect-based foods as a sustainable protein source.
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	This title is perfectly suited for a journal article
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	The abstract is comprehensive and well-structured
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. But, areas of Minor Clarification (Not Errors):

The only section that requires minor clarification is the description of the split-half reliability test in section 2.3. The current description is slightly confusing (e.g., "N of Items = 2" in the reliability table). However, this does not constitute a scientific error but rather a need for more precise wording to describe the statistical procedure used. The core finding of acceptable reliability is supported. 
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	The language is suitable but would be significantly strengthened with minor copyediting.


	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Heba Hani Ramadan Ahmed Taha, Zagazig University, Egypt

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

