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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.


	
	

	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


	The manuscript is well-structured and demonstrates a strong academic tone. However, there are a few minor issues related to punctuation, consistency, and style that could be refined for clarity and coherence.
In-text citations that appear at the end of a sentence should be followed by a period outside the closing parenthesis. For example, instead of (Vermeer et al., 2019), it should be written as (Vermeer et al., 2019)..

Redundant punctuation should be avoided. For instance, (Sasounian et al., 2024).. contains an unnecessary second period and should be corrected to (Sasounian et al., 2024).

Quotation marks should be used consistently throughout the text. Terms or concepts such as “clean beauty” and 'cosmeceuticals' should follow a uniform style—preferably single quotation marks unless quoting directly from a source.

Some expressions are repetitive and could be merged or rephrased for better flow. For example, the sentence “These are perceived as safer, gentler and more environmentally friendly.” is followed by “Plant-based ingredients are considered safer and milder…”, which conveys similar meaning and could be streamlined.

The correlative conjunction “both...as well as” is grammatically incorrect in formal writing. It should be replaced with “both...and” for accuracy. For example, the phrase “...for both sustainable utilisation as well as economic growth...” should be revised to “...for both sustainable utilisation and economic growth...”.

A new column should be added to the tables to include the relevant literature.
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