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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript addresses a critical gap in sustainable animal nutrition by highlighting insects as a viable alternative protein source for animal feed. As global demand for protein continues to rise, identifying environmentally friendly and nutritionally rich feed ingredients is essential to reduce reliance on conventional sources such as fishmeal and soybean. By synthesizing recent findings on the nutritional composition, production potential, and environmental benefits of insect-based feeds, this work provides valuable insights for researchers, policymakers, and the livestock industry. It contributes to advancing scientific understanding and supports the development of innovative, circular solutions for future feed systems.
	

	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.

	
Yes. It gives a general overview of the global protein supply challenge and introduces insects as a promising alternative protein source for animal feed. It mentions nutritional value and the role of insects in addressing sustainability issues, which aligns well with the manuscript’s objectives. However, please improve the clarity and structure, hence, some sentences are long and lack clear transitions, and obviously missing the scope of the methods used.
	

	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.
-
	Yes, the references are enough and with more recent literature.
	

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

	
Kindly improve a little bit since several issues that affect readability and flow, including grammatical errors, inconsistent verb tenses, long and complex sentences, and occasional mixing of English and Bahasa Indonesia
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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