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	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.


	This manuscript is an important and timely topic related to sustainable poultry production and alternative protein sources by examining consumer and stakeholder perceptions of black soldier fly larval meal in broiler feed under a Moroccan regional context. The integration of both consumer and industry stakeholder perspectives strengthens the relevance of the study for policy, market development, and applied animal nutrition research. Given increasing pressure on conventional protein sources and growing interest in insect based feed ingredients, the findings provide valuable socioeconomic evidence to complement existing zootechnical research. The study contributes region specific insights that are currently underrepresented in the literature, particularly for North African poultry systems.
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	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript
	

	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 is well structured and provides a clear overview of the background, methodology, key results, and implications. It appropriately reports sample sizes, major findings, and key concerns raised by consumers and stakeholders. However, clarity could be improved by briefly specifying that the study is cross sectional and survey based. Minor condensation of numerical details may also improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is extensive, relevant, and includes a strong mix of foundational and recent studies (2021–2025)
	

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


	The overall language quality is good and suitable for scholarly communication Minor grammatical inconsistencies, punctuation issues, and occasional long sentences are present, particularly in the Discussion and SWOT section. 
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	The manuscript would benefit from a short subsection showing outline policy implications and recommendations derived from the findings. 
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