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	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 study requires additional experimental analyses, particularly cytotoxicity assessments using animal cell lines or yeast models, to ensure the safety and biological relevance of the proposed feed ingredients. The results of these assays should be quantitatively presented in graphical form, with appropriate statistical analysis, to strengthen the experimental robustness and support the conclusions. Without these additional experimental data, the scientific evidence remains insufficient.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	NO
	

	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.

	NO
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	NO
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	YES
	

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

	YES
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript addresses a relevant topic with potential implications for food security and animal nutrition; however, the study lacks sufficient experimental depth, and additional experimental analyses are required to adequately support the conclusions presented. Moreover, the scientific clarity and overall structure of the manuscript require substantial improvement.
The language needs thorough grammatical and stylistic revision to enhance readability and coherence, as many sentences are repetitive, overly long, or unclear. The introduction would benefit from a clearer identification of the research gap and more focused objectives. Greater consistency in terminology (including the use of abbreviations for test ingredients) and improved logical flow between sections are also necessary.
From a methodological and analytical perspective, the manuscript would be strengthened by providing more detailed justification of the experimental design, including sample size, replication strategy, and the statistical assumptions underlying the ANOVA. The results and discussion sections should be clearly separated and supported by a deeper comparison with recent literature to properly contextualize the findings. Additionally, the conclusions are overly broad and should be more tightly aligned with the data presented, avoiding overgeneralization—particularly with respect to implications for human nutrition, which were not directly assessed in this study. Addressing these issues, along with conducting additional experimental analyses, would be essential to improve the scientific rigor and potential suitability of the manuscript for future consideration.
The study requires additional experimental analyses, particularly cytotoxicity assessments using animal cell lines or yeast models, to ensure the safety and biological relevance of the proposed feed ingredients. The results of these assays should be quantitatively presented in graphical form, with appropriate statistical analysis, to strengthen the experimental robustness and support the conclusions. Without these additional experimental data, the scientific evidence remains insufficient
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