Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_150352

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Sustainable Poultry Farming in Tanzania through Insect-Based Feeds: A Review of the Potential of Black Soldier Fly Larvae as an Alternative Feed Resource

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	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 unsustainable cost and limited availability of conventional protein feeds are major issues for Tanzania's rapidly expanding chicken industry. This paper offers a timely and thorough examination of this issue. It immediately contributes to the domains of sustainable agriculture, circular bioeconomy, and food security by synthesizing evidence from around the world and newly developing local sources about BSFL as a nutritionally sound, economically advantageous, and environmentally sustainable substitute. The article is a valuable resource for researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners in Sub-Saharan Africa, as it contextualizes the opportunities and adoption hurdles within Tanzania's unique socio-economic, regulatory, and cultural environment. It is also a useful resource for developing insect-based feed systems in the Global South since its suggested multi-stakeholder structure for scaling up BSFL systems provides a practical roadmap that may direct funding, research, and policy interventions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	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.


	The abstract is well-structured and effectively summarizes the paper's scope, key findings, and conclusions. It covers the problem, the proposed solution (BSFL), its benefits, barriers to adoption, and strategic recommendations. To further enhance it, the following additions are suggested:

· Explicitly mention the circular bioeconomy aspect earlier, highlighting the dual benefit of organic waste management and feed production.

· Briefly note the specific nutritional advantages for poultry (e.g., gut health, antimicrobial properties of lauric acid) to immediately underscore the biological rationale.

· Include a short statement on the methodology (e.g., "This review synthesizes existing literature and identifies key research and policy gaps...").


	

	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.
	The references are generally sufficient, relevant, and commendably recent, with several citations from 2024-2025, demonstrating up-to-date engagement with the literature. The inclusion of Tanzanian and regional studies (e.g., Isibika et al., 2023; Ouma et al., 2025) is a particular strength. To further strengthen the manuscript, consider adding:

· Key global reviews or meta-analyses on BSFL in poultry nutrition from the last 2-3 years.

· References on consumer perception studies regarding insect-fed animal products, especially from African contexts.

· Policy documents from other African countries (e.g., Kenya, Uganda) that have advanced insect-for-feed regulations, to provide comparative policy insights.

· A foundational life-cycle assessment (LCA) study specifically comparing the environmental footprint of BSFL to fishmeal/soybean meal.


	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The writing is clear, professional, and logically organized. Minor grammatical issues are present (e.g., occasional comma usage, tense consistency in the literature synthesis section), but they do not impede understanding. A thorough proofreading is recommended to polish the text.

The paper is well-structured. However, Section 6.0 (Literature Synthesis) contains a lengthy paragraph listing gaps and strategies. This could be reformatted into a bullet-point list or a sub-section table for improved readability and to make the proposed strategies more prominent and actionable.

Table 1 is helpful. The manuscript could benefit from an additional conceptual figure illustrating the circular bioeconomy model of BSFL integration (waste → larvae → feed/frass) within the Tanzanian context.

The strategies in Section 6 are excellent. Consider prioritizing them or mapping them against the specific barriers listed in Section 5 to create a clear implementation matrix.

Differentiate more clearly between models for smallholder adoption versus commercial-scale production in the recommendations.

The point on gender and youth is crucial. Expanding this subsection with a specific example or suggested intervention would underscore its importance.

Ensure consistent formatting of references (e.g., some journal titles are in italics, others are not) and headings throughout.
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