Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_142736

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	PATHWAYS OF COSMECEUTICALS USAGE AMONG YOUNG ADULTS: NEED ASSESSMENT FOR COSMETOVIGILANCE SYSTEM IN INDIA

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments
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	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 examines the growing use of cosmeceuticals among young adults in India, a group that is greatly impacted by peer trends and digital media, filling a significant and current vacuum in the scientific literature. By determining usage trends, awareness-raising resources, and obstacles to reporting side effects, the study emphasizes how urgently the nation needs a systematic cosmetovigilance system. Dermatologists, public health experts, regulatory bodies, and proponents of consumer safety can all benefit from its conclusions. Crucially, it establishes the framework for evidence-based treatments, educational initiatives, and legislative changes meant to guarantee the responsible and safe use of cosmeceutical goods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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.


	Although statistical analysis was conducted and insights were gained, the abstract omits specific findings (such as the main information sources, gender variations in perception, the frequency of adverse reactions, etc.).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	        YES
	

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

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


	The authors are urged to make the necessary revisions and think about resubmitting the work once the proposed changes have been included.
SUGGESTIONS:

This manuscript tackles a pertinent and little-studied topic. The study follows the right technique, is well-structured, and clearly states its goal. For dermatologists, regulatory agencies, and healthcare officials, the findings are important and provide insightful information.

Nonetheless, improvements are needed in the manuscript's reference style, consistency, data interpretation, and clarity. A list of specific issues and recommendations is provided below:

1.
Introduction:

Enhance the backdrop by making a clear distinction between pharmaceuticals, cosmeceuticals, and cosmetics, backed up with definitions from regulatory bodies (such as the FDA and CDSCO).

To strengthen the case for the study, briefly discuss any prior Indian research or any gaps in the domestic literature.

In order to orient readers, define "cosmetovigilance" early in the introduction.

2.
Methods:

Explain the sample selection process in further detail, including how participants were selected from each stratum and how strata were determined.

Mention if the questionnaire was validated (for example, by pilot testing or expert review).

Indicate if answers were given by the interviewer or were self-reported.

If the questionnaire items' internal consistency was evaluated, kindly provide Cronbach's alpha.

3.
Results:

Certain tables are too lengthy and challenging to understand in their current format. Table 1 can be divided into two distinct tables: one for skincare goods and the other for hair and body care items.

Visual aids like pie charts or bar charts would improve reader engagement and make the results easier to understand.

For example, chi-square for gender differences should be used to indicate statistical significance when comparisons are undertaken.

Explain N in cases when sample sizes vary because of tables' missing data.

4.
Discussion:

A more critical examination is required. For example, talk about the reasons dermatologists are not widely known: is it because they are difficult to reach, expensive, or people don't trust non-medical sources?

Talk about the ramifications of frequent switching versus great brand loyalty. Do these patterns point to aggressive marketing, misunderstanding, or confusion?

Consider the limitations of self-reported data as well as any biases related to social desirability or recollection.

Talk about how the findings lend credence to the necessity of a national cosmetovigilance policy and how it might be put into effect (e.g., reporting portals, pharmacist training, etc.).

5.
References:

Make sure that the referring style is consistent (for example, some links are hyperlinked, while others are raw URLs).

Prefer DOI over private file paths (such as "file:///D:/" seen in References 7 and 16).

There are certain references (such those from ResearchGate) that might not be peer-reviewed; if at all possible, replace them with journal papers.

6.
This research on a topical issue is promising. Better formatting, more in-depth discussion, and a clearer presentation of the facts would all increase its chances of being published. The proposed changes will contribute to improving the manuscript's impact, clarity, and scientific rigor.
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