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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	This research provides valuable data on proximate analysis, mineral content, and functional properties of grasshopper products. As an alternative protein source, insect-based protein use is growing. In this regard, the data presented here adds to our understanding of this kind of alternative food source and is likely to increase its utility in the future as a functional food ingredient.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, It is good 
	

	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.


	Yes, Mostly. Some points for improvement: the abbreviation "GIT" is used without being defined. Instead of “writing functional results showed,” write functional analysis reveals. Written, “significant difference (p<0.05)” {Between What?}. The last sentence of the abstract is not justified; farming decisions involve several factors, including preferences, economics, and livelihoods. This paper didn’t investigate any of those, thus suggesting that growing grasshoppers instead of raising animals doesn’t make sense. Instead, you can state, with observed functional attributes and nutrient values, that grasshopper protein could be promoted as a human food ingredient for manufacturing diversified food products……. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, mostly. However, some of the sentences are too general and not accurate enough. Additionally, some facts, accercions, and statements from the literature are not cited.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, mostly, however, adding a discussion on alternative protein sources, comparing research data from insect protein and even from grasshopper, and adding them in your references would add the value of paper.
	

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


	Yes, Mostly. There are grammatical, punctuation, and spacing errors, along with errors such as °C becoming 0C or oC, and DGM becoming DGm, etc. Further, there are paragraphs or parts of paragraphs in different fonts. 
	

	Optional/General comments

Introduction

Materials and Methods

Results and Discussions

Conclusion

Recommendation
	I don’t agree with this point: The lack of food resources has become a major problem for modern society.

Sentences like this need citation: Insects are considered economical … require minimal feeding and maintenance .. emit less greenhouse gases when compared with conventional livestock.

Separate information into paragraphs to improve readability.

Cite this information; Peptides have many properties, including antihypertensive, ….. effects. 

Justify the need for your research. 
What did you do with Albino rats?

What were the sources of pepsin and pancreatin, and what was the concentration used?

Quote your result while writing. Make the discussion focused and strengthen it with supportive data and findings from the literature. 

Instead of “ rich source of oil due to its fat content.” High in triglycerides due to its fat content. (oil is not equivalent to fat) 

All bodily functions rely on carbohydrates for heat and energy is not scientifically accurate. 

The high concentration of non-polar amino acids in whole grasshopper flour may be the cause of its high oil absorption capacity; Cite a paper/s saying grasshopper contains a high concentration of non-polar amino acids 

Absorption capacity is crucial since it gives products features like improved palatability, flavour retention, and longer shelf life by lowering humidity and fat loss: CITE 

Continuous gas dispersions, usually liquids, are called foams: Not scientifically Correct

When you write significant difference, tell right away, significant difference between what?

Make your conclusion stronger. 

1. Varying potent bioactivities; You have not measured bioactive components of the products, so I don’t agree with it.

2. Grasshoppers farming should be encouraged: same comment as in the abstract
(OVERALL: Make writing concise, highlight the research need, and add discussion)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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