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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.


	Importance of this study include the following:

a. Utilization of seeds from  cambodge and kokum fruits as  waste reveals how it can solve the problem  both from the environment and also the economic value. 

b. Solvent such as acetone, petroleum ether, and petroleum benzene can be used in extracting butter from seed using soxhlet  extraction.

c. Kokum seeds produces more butter than cambodge seeds across all tested solvents.

d. Butter realised from  cambodge and kokum seeds ranges from 43% - 47% and 48% - 51% respectively.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alternative title include;

· Discarded Seeds of Garciniagummi-gutta and Garcinia indica : Comparative Evaluation of Extraction Yield and Quality of Butter

·  Comparative Evaluation of Butter Realization from discarded seeds of Garciniagummi-gutta and Garcinia indica


	

	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.


	Great job, but few corrections is require in the following areas: 

1. There is a typographic error in the keyword  “seed butter ext” - “seed butter extraction”.   

2. Long sentences should be reduce. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes scientifically correct but it need little touch:

· Recommendation should be included

· The number of replications were not mentioned

· Analysis on the sensory evaluation should be added


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Castro et al., (2023) - Pretreatment and bioconversion for volarization of residues of  non-edible oilseeds, covering strategies for converting non-edible seed wastes into value-added products (oil, biochemicals).

2. Adeleke et al., (2025) - Shell-based agricultural waste biomass valorization for biofuel production: a bibliometric analysis, underscoring the growing interest in circular economy and waste valorization.
	

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


	Yes is scholarly acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Solvent selection requires justitification. The rationale for the selection of  acetone, petroleum ether, and petroleum benzene should be properly explained.
· The material and method should indicate clearly the number of replications for the extraction of butter per accession and per solvent.
· In the discussion section, determining the quality  of the butter should entail analysis such as fatty acid profile and free fatty acid content, melting point.
· Current literature should be cited at least from (2020-2024)
· Implication of the findings and the future research should be included.  
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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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