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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 manuscript presents a comprehensive pre-clinical investigation on the safety and efficacy of an augmented hybrid sunscreen incorporating oils from Myrothamnus flabellifolius and Citrullus lanatus alongside nanometric physical sunscreens. The study is timely, given increasing concerns over biosafety issues with chemical sunscreens and limitations of physical sunscreens. The work contributes to the field of dermaceuticals and natural photoprotection by combining traditional plant extracts with modern formulations, thereby offering a safer, effective sunscreen alternative.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and reflects the content accurately. However, to improve clarity, I suggest a minor adjustment:
“Pre-clinical evaluation of an augmented hybrid sunscreen incorporating Myrothamnus flabellifolius and Citrullus lanatus oils”
	

	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.


	· The abstract is detailed, covering background, methods, results, and conclusions.

· Suggestion: It is slightly long and could be condensed for readability. Particularly, technical details (e.g., test strains used) could be minimized.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes, the methodology is rigorous, ethical approvals are mentioned, and standard protocols (OECD, Ames test, Draize, COLIPA, FDA guidelines) are followed.

· Results are clearly presented with tables.

· Interpretation is logical and consistent with findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are generally sufficient and updated (many from 2023–2024, and even 2025).

· Minor suggestion: Include more international references beyond the African context to broaden scientific appeal.


	

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


	· Yes, the language is clear and professional.

· Minor editing for grammar/typo corrections would improve flow (e.g., “herald’s new perspectives” → “heralds new perspectives”).


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is robust, well-structured, and scientifically sound. Only minor revisions are needed (slight title refinement, abstract condensation, minor language polishing, and clarification of figure credits).
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