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	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.


	This manuscript addresses an important issue in ophthalmology and ethnopharmacology: the ocular safety profile of Bryophyllum pinnatum, a widely used medicinal plant in Africa and Asia. The study provides clinical data on its impact on corneal changes and visual acuity. Such work is valuable as it bridges traditional medicine with clinical ophthalmic outcomes, helping to guide safe use of herbal remedies. Furthermore, it highlights the need for regulation, pharmacovigilance, and patient education regarding traditional herbal instillation in the eye.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, concise, and directly reflects the content. However, for better clarity, a slightly improvement of the title is required.
	

	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 generally comprehensive but could be improved by:

· Clearly stating the study design (retrospective cohort study).

· Including specific statistical values (p-values) in the results.

· Clarifying that visual improvement was “not statistically significant.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate (retrospective data review, LogMAR conversions, t-test analysis). However, the small sample size in the herbal-instilled group (n=20 eyes) limits the statistical power. This limitation should be more strongly emphasized in the discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant, but some are older. A few more recent articles (post-2021) on herbal ocular toxicity and ethnopharmacology could be included to strengthen the literature review.
	

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


	Generally clear and understandable. Some sentences are lengthy and could be simplified. Minor grammatical and stylistic editing would improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Figures and tables are appropriately used.

  The discussion compares findings with previous reports on herbal ocular toxicity, which adds strength.

  Manuscript is suitable for publication after minor revision.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues. Ethical approval is stated and patient data were anonymized.
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