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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
General comments: 
 
1. scientific names in italic please; 
 
2. Introduction: you present a collection of molecules present in your plant, but I think it 
important to see the structures and pKa values. The effect of different solvents on your 
extraction is also welcome. 
 
3. Extraction of berberine and preparation of berberine hydrochloride:   you optimized your 
extraction? please, be more descriptive. Does the pH play any role? who is absorbing in 
265 and 350 nm ? 
 
4. The pK or different pK values and structure of berberine are welcome. 
 
5. Plant material: who did the ethnobotanical classification? Have you a voucher or a 
sample was registered in any Herbarium? 
 
6. Fig 2. can you show a chromatogram with standard + extract  (an overlay)?  I have 
serious doubts if you really monitoring your wished molecule.  
You have only polarity and UV absorption to consider your peak. An extract is very 
complex. It is hard to swallow this analysis. 
               
7. Figure 4 is really necessary ? 
 
8. Citations more recent are welcome. Only one work from 2021 and one from 2020. 
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PART  2:  
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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