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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript discusses a topic that is currently receiving increased attention in relation to food security, nutrition, and sustainability. By bringing together existing literature on edible insects as alternative food sources, the paper adds value to ongoing discussions on sustainable protein options in the face of population growth and environmental pressures. Overall, the article can serve as a useful reference for researchers and practitioners working in food systems and nutrition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and reflects the content of the manuscript well. It is clear, direct, and aligned with the scope of the review. No change is necessary.
	

	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 covers the main background and scope of the review adequately. However, it would benefit from a clearer statement of the purpose of the review and a brief indication of the main conclusions. Some minor language tightening may also improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and is based on relevant published literature. The sections on nutritional composition, processing methods, and economic aspects are informative. In some parts, the discussion is more descriptive than analytical, and a stronger synthesis of findings would improve the overall quality. Improving the linkage between sections would also enhance readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references cited are relevant and appropriate for a review article. The list includes several key studies in the field. However, the inclusion of a few more recent publications would help to better reflect current developments.
	

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


	The language is understandable and mostly suitable for scholarly communication. There are some grammatical issues and repeated expressions in places, which could be addressed through careful editing. A general language revision is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structured and covers a wide range of relevant issues related to entomophagy. Some repetition, particularly in the food safety section, could be reduced. Clearer transitions between sections would improve the flow of the paper. With minor revisions, the manuscript can be improved further.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues were identified, as this is a review article based on previously published studies.
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