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	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 addresses a highly relevant and contemporary topic in food science and agricultural preservation. The growing concerns regarding the safety and long-term health implications of synthetic preservatives make this comparative analysis timely and important. The review provides useful insights into the efficacy, safety profile, environmental impact, and economic considerations of natural versus synthetic preservatives. The findings contribute to the ongoing global discussion on clean-label products and sustainable food systems, which is of significant interest to researchers, policymakers, and the food industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the scope of the study. However, since the manuscript follows a systematic review methodology, the title may be slightly modified for clarity.

Suggested Alternative Title:
“A Systematic Review on the Comparative Effectiveness, Safety, and Environmental Impact of Natural and Synthetic Preservatives in Agricultural Products”


	

	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 clear and structured; however, some improvements are recommended:

1. The methodology section in the abstract should briefly mention:

· Databases used

· Number of included studies (n = 8)

2. The conclusion should be slightly more cautious, as only eight studies were included.

3. The term “systematic review” should explicitly appear in the first sentence.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and logically structured. The systematic review methodology is described adequately, and PRISMA guidelines are referenced.

However, some scientific concerns should be addressed:

1. Only 8 studies were included from 4314 initial records, which may limit the strength of conclusions.

2. No quantitative synthesis or meta-analysis was performed, though shelf-life days are reported numerically.

3. Some claims regarding carcinogenicity and endocrine disruption of synthetic preservatives should be presented more cautiously with stronger supporting evidence.

4. The heterogeneity among included studies is high (different food types, preservatives, evaluation methods).

Authors should temper strong comparative claims and emphasize limitations.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are mostly recent (2020–2026), which aligns with the inclusion criteria.

However:

· Some references appear duplicated (e.g., Lemoni et al., Magomya et al.).

· A few journal sources appear less standardized.

· It is recommended to cross-check DOI formatting and remove duplicates.

Overall, references are adequate but require careful formatting revision.


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires minor to moderate language editing.

Issues observed:

· Grammatical inconsistencies

· Minor punctuation errors

· Repetition in discussion section

· Occasional overstatement of conclusions

Professional English editing is recommended before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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