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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 (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 manuscript provide an alternative source of seasoning from natural source that could replace the use of synthetic and high or excessive sodium and sugar content in most of the commercial seasoning. This samples undergoes traditional processing and used to test the acceptability. 
In summary, this manuscript seeks to provide an alternative seasoning for low income, with high acceptability and low sodium and sugar content.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title may be modified slightly “Assessment of proximate and sensory properties of potential food seasoning made from Calabaza squash”
To specify the potential areas because there are many things considered as potential 
	

	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 captures every aspect of the manuscript, but few errors where observed: the results and the units should be separated, 
The product was subjected to laboratory analysis to determine its proximate nutritional composition. Rephrase pls. the proximate is enough remove the nutritional and maintain one, protein content was not determined in this work? 
How many panelists used, the sensory testing room setting e.g lighting, arrangement, etc should be briefed 

In your abstract conclusion: While the nutritional profile is promising, improvements in flavor and texture are necessary? Without protein content you can’t ensure the effectiveness of the nutritional profiles, as the ash content was not expressed into mineral analysis….
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. Nevertheless, few corrections and observations where meant to improve the quality of the article.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The in test citation are insufficient, some paragraphs without citations. Although current. The reference should be improve in each sentence.
The reference sufficient but not cited well in the test. Pls. ensure all preferences are properly cited in the work.   
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	All the observation stated above should be carefully work on, and the puntuatuion, also be considered to improve the quality of the manuscripts. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There was no ethical issues in this manuscripts
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