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	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 contributes to the growing field of cancer metabolism by providing clinical evidence supporting the mitochondrial metabolic theory of cancer. By demonstrating elevated plasma glutamic acid levels across cancer stages, it strengthens the link between glutaminolysis, metabolic reprogramming, and disease progression. The study also offers region-specific data from Nigeria, which is underrepresented in metabolic oncology research, thereby enhancing global relevance. Its findings support the potential use of glutamic acid as a diagnostic and prognostic biomarker in cancer management.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable but could be more specific and scientific.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and clearly presents the background, aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, it would benefit from briefly stating the study design (cross-sectional) earlier and avoiding strong claims such as “early cancer detection,” which may be overstated based on the current data. Minor tightening for clarity and conciseness is recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and the methodology aligns with the stated objectives. The results are clearly presented and appropriately analyzed using standard statistical methods. However, causal interpretations and biomarker claims should be slightly moderated, given the cross-sectional nature of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are largely sufficient and include several recent and relevant studies (2018–2025). A few duplicate references should be removed, and inclusion of more recent large-scale metabolomics or clinical validation studies on glutamate/glutamine metabolism in cancer could further strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and appropriate for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical errors, typographical issues, and occasional awkward phrasing are present and should be corrected through careful proofreading or professional language editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured and meaningful study with clear clinical relevance. Addressing minor language issues, reducing repetition, and tempering strong diagnostic claims will significantly improve its suitability for publication in a peer-reviewed scientific journal.

The manuscript addresses an important and timely topic in cancer metabolism and provides clinically relevant data supporting the mitochondrial metabolic theory of cancer. The study is generally well structured, and the methodology and statistical analyses are appropriate. However, minor revisions are required to improve clarity, language quality, and consistency. Some conclusions, particularly regarding the use of glutamic acid as an early diagnostic biomarker, should be cautiously rephrased to reflect the cross-sectional study design. Removal of duplicated references and minor formatting corrections are also recommended before final consideration for publication.
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