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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.


	The manuscript "The Case of Glutamic Acid in Cancer Progression" explores the level of plasma glutamic acid in cancer patients as compared to apparently healthy controls, with the aim of assessing its potential role as a biomarker in the context of the mitochondrial metabolic theory of cancer. The topic is timely and relevant, especially with regard to cancer metabolism and current interest in glutaminolysis as a driver of tumor progression. This study also contributes important data from a Nigerian population, which is very underrepresented in metabolic oncology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	While the current title, "The Case of Glutamic Acid in Cancer Progression", reflects the core focus of this study and signals the involvement of glutamic acid in cancer biology, it is somewhat colloquial and imprecise for a scientific research article and, in particular, one reporting original clinical data. 
A more suitable and journal-aligned version could be:

“Plasma Glutamic Acid Levels and Their Association with Cancer Progression”
	

	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 comprehensive, involving all elements necessary; it would benefit from a minor revision to improve conciseness, clarity, and balance between background and results. In their present form, such refinements would bring it up to the standard..
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The science itself is correct from a foundational perspective, biochemical reasoning and methodology correctly employed; the problem is overextension and interpretation/conclusion thereof. The article would meet acceptable scientific publishing standards if it is improved to better balance its theoretical perspectives and admitedly/realistically address its limits and goals.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on the content of the manuscript and how the references are used, the reference list is acceptable in scope but not fully sufficient or optimally recent for a high-impact scientific publication.

The existing citations cover many classical and foundational studies in cancer metabolism, glutaminolysis, and related biochemical pathways, which is important for grounding the work. These give the manuscript a solid theoretical basis and help place the findings within the context of long-standing research in the field.

However, there are two key concerns:

First, the majority of the references are older and emphasize theoretical frameworks that were developed decades ago. While historical context is valuable, cutting-edge research in cancer metabolism has advanced rapidly in the past 5–10 years, especially in areas such as metabolomics profiling, amino acid biomarkers, and clinical studies of glutamate in human cancers. There are relatively few very recent (2020–2025) citations, which weakens the manuscript’s connection to the current scientific landscape.

Second, some of the cited works are duplicated or repeated in the reference list, and a number of the citations are not directly tied to specific statements in the results or discussion. A stronger reference list would feature a clearer linkage between each claim and the most appropriate and recent primary literature.
These include recent research (2023–2025) on glutamine/glutamate metabolism in cancer, mechanistic and clinical evidence, and biomarker/metabolomics context:

Lv, H., et al. Glutamine: a new strategy for targeted metabolic therapy in cancer. Cell Death Discovery (2025). This review summarizes the essential role of glutamine in tumor growth, metabolism, and therapeutic targeting, and provides up-to-date information on glutamine metabolism pathways in cancer biology.

Nan, D., et al. Glutamine and cancer: metabolism, immune interaction, and therapeutic implications. Cell Communication and Signaling (2025). This article discusses glutaminase inhibition, cancer dependency on glutamine, and ongoing clinical trials of glutamine metabolism inhibitors like CB-839.

Jin, J., et al. Targeting glutamine metabolism as a therapeutic strategy for cancer. Experimental & Molecular Medicine (2023). A high-impact review showing glutamine metabolism’s role in tumor bioenergetics, redox balance, and therapy resistance.

Koda, S., et al. Glutamate receptors in tumor microenvironment regulation. Frontiers in Immunology (2023). This research highlights glutamate’s role beyond metabolism—especially its receptors in regulating immune cells in the tumor microenvironment.

Pacifico, F., et al. Glutamine Metabolism in Cancer Stem Cells: A Complex Regulatory Network. International Journal of Molecular Sciences (2023). Focuses on how glutamine/glutamate pathways regulate cancer stem cell behavior, supporting mechanistic depth for your discussion.

Ye, C., et al. New plasma diagnostic markers for colorectal cancer. Journal of Cancer (2024). Although not exclusively glutamate, this study uses metabolomics to identify biomarkers including glutamate-related tRNA fragments, showing relevance of metabolic profiling in cancer diagnostics.

Cai, M., et al. Metabolomics and metabolites in cancer diagnosis and therapy. Journal of Metabolomics (2025). Provides context for the use of amino acids—including glutamic acid—in cancer diagnosis using modern metabolomics techniques.


	

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


	The English used is good enough to understand but not publication ready. The manuscript will benefit from substantial linguistic editing by a skilled academic editor or native English speaker familiar with proper academic vocabulary in English, especially in technical biomedical text. After revising grammatical, stylistic, and textual issues, it will be ready to meet proper standards of scholarly written communication.

This problem is to be addressed before or alongside changes to the scientific content to maximize the likelihood of acceptance for the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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