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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 manuscript provides valuable insights into improving the nutritional quality of complementary foods through the incorporation of edible insects as alternative protein sources. The study demonstrates the potential of enriching pap with Zonocerus variegatus to enhance protein quality indices such as biological value, net protein utilization, and protein efficiency ratio. These findings contribute to the growing body of research on sustainable and affordable protein sources for combating protein-energy malnutrition, particularly in developing countries. Therefore, this work offers important scientific evidence supporting the use of insect-based ingredients in functional and nutrient-dense complementary foods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title generally reflects the content of the manuscript; however, it could be improved for clarity and scientific accuracy.
“Evaluation of Protein Quality of Pap-Based Complementary Food Enriched with the Edible Grasshopper Zonocerus variegatus”
	

	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 Methods section should be simplified and grammatical errors corrected to improve readability. 
· Some redundant wording (e.g., repeated use of “Methods”) should be removed. 
· The conclusion could more clearly highlight the practical significance of the findings for improving complementary foods and addressing protein-energy malnutrition.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript, some interpretations and methodological descriptions need clarification. 

The statistical analysis section should also be revised for clarity and grammatical accuracy, especially in describing the use of one-way ANOVA and Duncan’s Multiple Range Test. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript should include more recent references, especially studies published from 2020 onward, to reflect current scientific developments. In addition, the authors should ensure that all references follow the same format according to the journal guidelines, as some inconsistencies are currently observed.
	

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


	The English language in this manuscript needs improvement. Several sentences are grammatically incorrect and unclear, and the description of the experimental procedure could be written more clearly and concisely. The authors should carefully revise the text for grammar, sentence structure, and consistency. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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