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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 is important as it explores enriching traditional Nigerian pap—a cereal-based complementary food often low in protein—with edible insects like Zonocerus variegatus, which have high protein content (around 30-50%).  It provides biological data (PER 1.62-2.22, BV 67-68, NPU 67-69) showing improvement over plain pap, supporting insect use for affordable malnutrition prevention in resource-limited settings. Such studies promote sustainable protein sources, aligning with global trends in entomophagy for nutrition security in Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title "Production and evaluation of protein quality of complementary food made from pap and enriched with Zonocerus variegatus edible grasshopper" is suitable and descriptive.
	

	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 comprehensive, covering aim, methods (CRD with 50 rats, protein indices like PER, BV), key results, and conclusion on malnutrition prevention. No major additions needed, but clarify "otujo ant" as Zonocerus variegatus consistently and fix minor typos (e.g., "wealning" to "weanling", "feacal" to "faecal").
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound, using standard AIN-93G diets, rat assays for TD, NB, NPU, PER, BV, and ANOVA/Duncan tests.  Results align with expectations: enrichment improves metrics (e.g., PER up to 2.22 vs. plain pap 1.39), though below casein (2.98); organ weights show no toxicity. Methods are reproducible, but specify exact insect processing yields and amino acid profiles for fuller validation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References (37 cited) are mostly sufficient but dated (e.g., many pre-2020); add 3-5 recent ones on edible insects:

1. Elegbede et al. (2021) on Zonocerus nutrition (PMID:33869830).

2. Olawale (2024) on insect-enriched masa.

3. Babarinde (2024) on insect food acceptance in Nigeria. 
	

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


	Language is suitable for scholarly communication but needs proofreading for grammar (e.g., "wealning rats", "feacal"), consistency (e.g., "otujo ant" vs. grasshopper), and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Promising work on sustainable nutrition; consider human sensory trials and amino acid analysis next
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues; animal procedures follow EU guidelines and were approved by University of Nigeria IACUC. 
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