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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.


	The subject addressed in this study, namely the enrichment of local infant foods with unusual sources of animal protein, is of interest to our developing countries. This is particularly true given that it enables children to be provided with food that meets their nutritional needs at a lower cost.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The proposed title is appropriate
	

	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 of this article is quite comprehensive but includes unnecessary additions (see document).
You are making certain assertions without basis (no assessment of energy value, yet you claim to improve it).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The document is well structured into sections: Introduction, Materials and Methods, Results, Discussion, and Conclusion. 
The author should separate the materials section from the methods section. 
In the methodology section, they should clearly indicate the method used to produce the complementary foods, including the production of the various ingredients (grasshopper powder, corn flour) and the formulation (mixing of ingredients for the different formulations), and finally the analysis methods (which should include at least the measurement of proteins and amino acids). This section is COMPLETELY ABSENT.
In the conclusion section, you state that the protein content of your formulations has increased without having determined this ????
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	references are sufficient and recent
	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
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