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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major Comments

1.
Novelty Not Clearly Defined

Authors should clarify how this review differs from existing literature.

2.
Methodology Section is Inadequate

Databases searched are not mentioned.

No information about number of articles screened and selected.

PRISMA flow diagram is recommended.

3.
Safety and Toxicity Discussion is Limited

A structured safety classification would improve the manuscript.

4.
Table 1 Needs Revision

Duplication of certain plant entries (e.g., Phyllanthus emblica).

Non-plant formulations (Milk and Rocksalt) included in botanical table.

Inconsistent formatting of botanical names.

Table should be standardized and alphabetically arranged.

5.
Future Aspects Section is Overly Lengthy

The section reads like a research proposal.

Needs condensation and better structuring.

6.
Reference Issues

Possible duplication of references.

Very recent references (2026) should be verified for publication status.

Minor Comments

8.
Abstract Improvements Needed

   Replace “more than 30 species” with exact number.

                     Add a stronger concluding statement.

9.
Language and Grammar Corrections Required

                   Minor grammatical errors and long sentences need revision.

                   Improve sentence clarity and flow.

10.
Figure and Plate Clarity

      Ensure high-resolution images in Plate 1 with proper citation.

11.
Keywords Can Be Strengthened

 Add terms like “Phytochemistry,” “Ocular pharmacology,” or “Traditional ophthalmology.”
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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