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	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 research work is based on the development of a rapid and efficient UV spectrophotometric method for the quantitative determination of piperine in Piper nigrum L. During the study, three genotypes - Panniyur 1, Panniyur 2 and Uthirankotta - were studied at two critical stages of development  to understand the genotypic and developmental effects on piperine accumulation. Based on the results obtained, it will aid in the development of molecular markers in the future by identifying the genes and regulatory elements that control piperine biosynthesis using the Uthirankotta accession as a defined genetic tool.

The researcher has proven the importance of the validated rapid UV spectrophotometric method for screening and quality control in his own research.
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	I think the researcher has provided a comprehensive and extensive explanation of the summary of the article.
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	Of the 37 literature sources, 22 are new literature. This indicates that the researcher referred to research from the last 10 years.
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