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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 is very important in the sense that smallholder farmers usually can’t access soybean, and sometimes it is more nutritionally expensive than black soldier fly meal. Therefore, it is both technically and economically important. One of the problems in broiler farming is the physiological challenge of disproportionate growth in the muscle and skeletal systems. The study also tried to see the animal welfare issue which is usually forgotten. 
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	Yes
	

	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.


	As to the scope of the study, it is enough
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is a very good piece of information for the scientific community.
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	Yes and relevant
	

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


	There are some editorial limitations here and there, but not that serious
	

	Optional/General comments


	The current study gives missing information for the scientific communities, but would have been more attractive if it were trying to address growth rate, FCR, mortality, cost-benefit analysis etc on top of the skeletal values. It would have been nice if it suggested what if the replacement goes beyond 60%. So the current study, even though is important, but with very limited and narrow scope.  
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