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Rating Result
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
article. 4

The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. Just a detail should
be added to the title in french to make sense.

results.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 3

Details on survey method are not given (survey type, number of participants, etc.).
A confusion is made on the last result presented.




3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 4
mistakes in this article.

There are few grammatical errors, spelling mistakes and inappropriate expression
that should be considered by authors (see the reviewed manuscript)

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 2

The study methods are not explained clearly. Thera are lacks od information of
survey conditions (sampling, targeted populations, enrolment criteria and selection
of participants).

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 3

The results are clear but contain errors:

1. No table exists for results related to insects-based foods.

2. Titles of tables are not clearly stated.

3. There are errors on figures annotations.

4. Results related to the consumed species are not appropriately reported.
5. The discussion of the results should be more deeply conducted.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 3
supported by the content.

The conclusions are supported by the content but the recall of the objectives of the
study is not useful. Furthermore, as mentioned in the abstract, there is a confusion
on the conclusion of consumed species.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

The references are comprehensive and appropriate. However, journal names should
be harmonized: write all fully or shortly. Authors are also asked to follow the rules
for written of scientific names of species.
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

The topic of the submitted study is relevant as alternative sources of protein are
recommended nowadays to solve deficit of protein in the world. However, the
manuscript contains some errors and lacks reported in the current evaluation form.




Therefore, authors are invited to review the paper according to the observations and
suggestions before publishing it in ESJ.
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The paper can be accepted for publication in ESJ but authors must review correctly
regarding the comments on it before.
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