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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 addresses an important topic in aquaculture nutrition, namely the partial replacement of fishmeal with alternative protein sources to improve sustainability and reduce production costs. The study provides experimental evidence on the effects of black soldier fly meal and Acetes meal on growth performance, feed utilization efficiency, and survival of Mugil cephalus.
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	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the scope, objectives, and main variables evaluated in the study.
	

	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 generally well written and summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, minor improvements are suggested, such as explicitly mentioning the experimental duration and briefly highlighting the most relevant quantitative outcomes (e.g., superior performance of the BSF-based diet
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, diet formulation, growth performance evaluation, and statistical analyses are appropriate and correctly applied
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	The references are adequate, relevant, and include both classical and recent studies related to alternative protein sources in aquaculture nutrition. I suggest a further review of global literature on the species and on fishmeal.
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	INTRODUCTION:
Homogenize terms: “fishmeal” or “fish meal”  

The term “grey gold” is interesting, but it could be better contextualized as a commercial/cultural term, not a scientific one.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Not specified:

• Exact number of organisms per aquarium

• Initial biomass per treatment

• Average initial weight and length (± SD)

CONCLUSIONS
Reduce the number of sentences to make the conclusion more concise.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues were identified. The experimental procedures appear to comply with standard practices for the use and care of aquatic organisms in research.
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