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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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


	Reviewer’s comment

1.The methodology lacks adequate detail regarding experimental design, sample size, exposure duration, control conditions, and procedures used for corneal tissue assessment. This makes reproducibility and critical evaluation of the study difficult.

2.The manuscript does not clearly state whether ethical approval was obtained for the use of biological tissues or experimental models. 

3.Ethical clearance information should be explicitly mentioned, including the approving body and approval number, where applicable.

4.The statistical methods used to analyze the data are either insufficiently described or not robust enough to support the conclusions drawn. Details such as statistical tests applied, significance levels, and variability measures are missing or unclear.

5.While results are presented, their biological and clinical significance is not thoroughly discussed. 

6.The discussion section does not adequately relate findings to existing literature or explain the mechanisms underlying the observed corneal effects.

7. The manuscript does not sufficiently justify how this study advances existing knowledge. Comparisons with prior studies on plant-induced ocular toxicity are minimal.

8.The manuscript contains grammatical errors, unclear sentence structures, and inconsistent terminology that affect clarity and scholarly communication. Professional language editing is required.

9.Some references are outdated, and key recent studies related to ocular toxicity, corneal injury models, and plant-based toxicology are missing. Inclusion of more recent and relevant literature would strengthen the manuscript.

10.Figures and tables lack sufficient captions and clarity. Some data presentations do not clearly support the stated findings and may require reformatting or additional explanation.
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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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