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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.


	This study provides comparative evidence on the antioxidant potential of Tinospora cordifolia extracts, fractions, and berberine. The findings highlight the role of solvent polarity and berberine in driving activity, which is useful for phytochemical standardization. Such insights may support future applications of T. cordifolia in nutraceuticals and therapeutic formulations
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	There is problem. Theres a comma before “and”.
I recommend this title or like this.
“Mechanistic Insights into the Antioxidant Potential of Tinospora cordifolia: Comparative Analysis of Extracts, Fractions, and Berberine”
	

	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.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Comment : No phytochemical profiling (HPLC/LC-MS, TPC/TFC) or extract yields are reported, making conclusions about berberine’s role speculative.

Comment : Data presentation needs improvement  IC₅₀ values lack confidence intervals, figures lack error bars, and p-value reporting is inconsistent

Comment : Figures are repetitive; a single comparative plot (heatmap or radar chart) would be more effective.

Comment : No pictures of raw laboratory data or experimental setup are included; authors should provide them for validation and reproducibility.

Comment : Charts should be redesigned with clearer labels, larger fonts, and professional formatting to improve readability.

Comment : Discussion repeats known solvent effects; authors should add mechanistic insights and correlations with phytochemical content.

Comment : Translational relevance (therapeutics, nutraceuticals, in vivo applicability) is missing and should be addressed.

Comment : Abstract and introduction are too descriptive; both should be shortened and focused on key findings.

Comment : References rely on low-impact sources; more high-quality and recent studies should be cited.
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