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	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 explores a subject that impacts our daily lives, our diet and how it might affect our health. It raises awareness of the possible dangers of using monosodium glutamate (MSG) for a long time, which is a common ingredient in many commercial seasonings. It also makes way for healthier, more natural alternatives. The authors propose a sensible alternative that not only tastes better but also respects our health by employing common ingredients like fermented locust beans, poultry, and mushrooms. The study doesn't only replace MSG; it also estimates how much natural glutamic acid is healthy for consumption, which helps people utilize it more safely and wisely.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Addressing MSG-Linked Health Concerns: Development and Shelf-Life Assessment of Natural Seasoning Cubes from Traditional Ingredients
	

	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 is informative and provides fair summary of the aim of the study.
However, the following revisions are recommended:
· The “phrase standard analytical methods” should be clarified with at least one or two examples,
· ( e.g sensory evaluation using Hedonic scale,) to make the methodology clearer to readers.
Monosodium glutamate should be written in full followed by its abbreviation “Monosodium glutamate (MSG)” at first mention, to ensure clarity and consistency throughout the article
· The authors may consider emphasising on the novelty more explicitly particularly the use of natural ingredients as a means to mitigate the adverse effect of MSG
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a natural alternative to the use of MSG, the work is scientifically relevant and well-aligned with the current interest healthy living.
However, several areas would benefit from refinement to strengthen its scientific reliability and clarity
· The authors should consider merging the Introduction, Research Problem, and Literature Review session into a single Introduction section. This would  improve the logical flow of background information.
· The separate Objectives section can be removed, as the study aim is already stated in the abstract and should naturally end the Introduction.
· It would be helpful for the authors to explain the difference between glutamic acid that occurs naturally and monosodium glutamate (MSG). People often think these two things are the same, but they are not. They have different effects on health and are subject to different rules. Adding recent research to back up this difference would give it a more balanced scientific context.
· The flow charts in the methods section could be updated or supplemented with images taken during the experiment to enhance more relatable and transparent data.
· Methods for analytical determinations (such as moisture content, p-anisidine, and TVBN) may be referenced or included in supplementary material to enhance clarity of the main text.
· The herbs and spices used in cube formulation should be listed in the main text, rather than solely in a table, so that the reader fully understands what was tested.
With these adjustments, the manuscript would not only be more scientifically robust but also more accessible and informative for readers from both academic and public health backgrounds.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and support the study well. However, adding recent references in the area of differences in MSG and naturally occurring glutamic acid will strengthen the manuscript discussion.
	

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


	Yes, the wording is clear and easy to understand. Although there are a few small grammar mistakes, they don't change the main point. The manuscript should be fine for academic communication with just a little bit of editing for grammar.
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