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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.


	Promotes Sustainability: It transforms agro-industrial waste into value-added products, supporting a circular economy, Identifies New Resources: It establishes discarded Garcinia seeds as a viable alternative source for industrial butter, Optimizes Extraction: The study identifies the most efficient solvents for maximizing both butter yield and quality, and Highlights Genetic Potential: It demonstrates how genetic variability affects oil recovery, aiding in future crop selection.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is accurate but it slightly change in this way.

Comparative Valorization of Garcinia gummi-gutta and Garcinia indica Seeds: Influence of Solvent Type and Accession on Butter Extraction Efficiency.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive, covering all the essential elements of the research: (introduction, objective, method, results, and conclusion). However, it is preferable to add the following:

1-It was mentioned that acetone yielded the highest productivity, but it would be better to state the maximum percentage directly in the abstract.

2-Clearly indicate that acetone is best in terms of quantity (Yield), while petroleum ether is best in terms of quality (Color & Purity)

3-Conclude the summary with a practical recommendation; which type of solvent is preferable to use based on the purpose of the final product (food or industrial).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its structure and methodology, which are consistent with agricultural research and the food industry. The research addresses a vital topic: "Valorization of Agricultural Waste."
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are methodologically and classificatorily adequate, and include recent sources up to 2024. However, it is recommended that the 'Butter Quality' section be updated with recent references (2022-2025) that address the detailed chemical analysis of fatty acids. Also, note that there is a discrepancy in the name of one of the references (Raveena 2019 in the text versus Kapatia 2019 in the list), and please ensure that scientific names are written in italics in the reference list as well.
	

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


	Overall, the English language in the article is suitable for academic communication. The text is written in a rigorous academic style, the terminology used is precise and specialized, and the sentences are logically coherent.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a methodologically sound and timely study on agro-waste valorization, specifically focusing on the sustainable extraction of seed butter from Garcinia species. It effectively demonstrates the impact of solvent polarity and genetic variability on lipid recovery, highlighting Garcinia indica as a superior bio-resource for industrial applications. The research is well-structured, supported by robust statistical analysis, and provides valuable practical insights for the food and cosmetic sectors.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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