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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 contributes to medicinal plant research by providing a detailed phytochemical characterization and antimicrobial evaluation of phenolic compounds isolated from the seeds of Nigerian Garcinia kola. Advanced analytical techniques such as GC–MS, HPLC–DAD, FT-IR, and NMR enhance the reliability of compound identification. These findings support traditional medicinal claims and provide valuable baseline data for further pharmacological studies and drug development.

To improve this manuscript, the following suggestions should be considered: 
1. This manuscript contains several tables and figures; however, these tables and figures are not consistently cited or numbered in the main text. Each table and figure should be numbered consecutively and explicitly referenced in the relevant section of the manuscript to improve clarity and readability.
2. The reference list shows inconsistencies in formatting, including journal name, punctuation, and citation style. Authors are advised to revise and standardize all references according to the journal's reference format.

3. Several figure captions in the manuscript are brief and would benefit from more descriptive titles. Expanding the figure captions to be more self-explanatory would improve clarity and help readers better understand the presented information without referring extensively to the main text.

4. This manuscript is generally easy to understand; however, it contains several grammatical errors, awkward sentence construction, and inconsistencies in tense and terminology. Careful proofreading and editing of the language are recommended to improve clarity, readability, and overall scientific presentation.

Overall, the study is relevant to researchers in natural products chemistry, microbiology, and antimicrobial drug discovery.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and objectives of the study.
	

	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 and well structured. It adequately summarizes the background, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the study. Minor language editing is recommended to improve clarity and flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound. The extraction, fractionation, compound identification, and antimicrobial assays were conducted using established and appropriate methods. The results are logically presented and supported by relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant. However, some references are relatively old, and minor inconsistencies in formatting were noted. The authors may consider standardizing reference formatting and, where possible, including more recent studies to strengthen the literature base.
Recommendation (based on guideline): Minor Revision
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent terminology appear in several sections. Careful language editing is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and presents meaningful findings. Minor revisions related to language clarity, reference formatting, and presentation of figures and tables would further improve the quality of the work.
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