Editorial Comments:
Please find below my comments about the manuscript.

The manuscript still requires careful checking and definitive correction
of its content.

The main problem is that the author/authors did not validate its
analytical data. There is a lack of quality assurance procedure.

Such validation parameters like recoveries (as a measure of accuracy) and
relative standard deviations (as a measure of precision) should be
provided.

The manuscript still contains language and constructional errors.

For instance, there is:

- &#8220;determinate&#8221; (Abstract); it should be: &#8220;determine&#8221;

- &#8220;producer and world exporter&#8221; (L.19); it should be:
&#8220;producers and world exporters&#8221;

- &#8220;macerate obtained are filtered&#8221;(L.94); it should be:
&#8220;macerate obtained is filtered&#8221;

- &#8220;consumption of cola nuts stimulate&#8221; (L.192-193); it should
be: &#8220;consumption of cola nuts stimulates&#8221;

- &#8220;tests reveals&#8221; (L. 195); it should be: &#8220;tests
reveal&#8221,;

Therefore, all the manuscript should be thoroughly checked and carefully
edited.

Although the author/authors explains/explain meaning of abbreviations such
as &#8220;WCN&#8221;, &#8220;RCN&#8221;, &#8220;PNC&#8221; and
&#8220;WGKE&#8221; in the Abstract, they should also do it in footnote of
tab. 1 (according to one of the referee&#8217;s request).

The paper can be accepted for publication after considering by the
author/authors all the referee&#8217;s remarks.
Author’s Feedback:

Thank you for these recommendations. HPLC experiment data were validated and added to the
document.



