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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 provides important insight into the ocular effects of Bryophyllum pinnatum, a plant widely used in traditional medicine. Its significance lies in the fact that it bridges the gap between folk remedies and scientific validation of their safety in ophthalmology. Given the increasing global use of herbal preparations, this study highlights awareness of potential risks of corneal toxicity, helping clinicians and public health practitioners guide patients more effectively. Furthermore, it contributes to the growing body of literature on herb-induced ocular
changes, which is limited compared to pharmacological studies on synthetic drugs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title, “CORNEAL CHANGES INDUCED BY TOPICAL ADMINISTRATION OF BRYOPHYLLUM
PINNATUM”, is clear but can be refined for better precision and scientific tone. Suggested alternative: “Corneal and Visual Changes Associated with Topical Administration of Bryophyllum pinnatum (African Never-Die Plant)”
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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 covers the scope, methods, results, and conclusion but needs improvement: Clarify whether the study is clinical or observational to avoid ambiguity. Include specific statistical results (p-values, confidence intervals) in the abstract to strengthen the credibility. The conclusion should highlight both the risks and the lack of statistically significant improvement, rather than leaving it somewhat vague.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology, including ethical approval and statistical analysis, appears sound. However:The sample size (n=69) is relatively small, which limits generalizability.The discussion could expand on possible mechanisms (cytotoxic, inflammatory, oxidative stress pathways) with reference to more recent pharmacological studies.The results suggest improvement in prognosis post-management, but the lack of statistical significance should be
more strongly emphasized to prevent misinterpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, though some are over a decade old. Recent studies on herbal ophthalmology (past 5
years) could strengthen the background. Suggested addition: more recent pharmacological or toxicological studies on Bryophyllum pinnatum and comparative studies on ocular herbal toxicity.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is written in acceptable English for scholarly communication but requires minor grammatical corrections, sentence restructuring for clarity, and consistency in tense.
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Optional/General comments
	· The study addresses an important gap in ophthalmic toxicology. Figures and tables are relevant, though the figure legend could be more descriptive. 
	



	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	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)


	





Reviewer details:

[bookmark: _Hlk209101577][bookmark: _GoBack]Indunil Karunarathna, Teaching Hospital Polonnaruawa, Sri Lanka
Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

