Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Research Journal of Pure and Applied Chemistry 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IRJPAC_144390

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	CORNEAL CHANGES INDUCED BY TOPICAL ADMINISTRATION OF BRYOPHYLLUM PINNATUM

	Type of the Article
	Retrospective study 


	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.


	The authors have chosen a topic of considerable interest and potential impact, the existing scientific literature on the topics related to BRYOPHYLLUM PINNATUM reveals a significant gap between its traditional application and modern scientific validation despite numerous studies documenting its  pharmacological properties much of these evidence comes from in vitro or animal models, with limited human clinical trials in the field of ophthalmology. Regrettably, the current execution of the study contains fundamental flaws with the study design, methods and data analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title promises to study the corneal changes caused by topical administration of BRYOPHYLLUM PINNATUM, but the paper demonstrates the visual acuity of patients who have been treated with topical BRYOPHYLLUM PINNATUM compared with other traditional treatments without specifying the main pathology which led to the use of this treatment, the treatment effect on the pathology, or the corneal condition or other eye diseases that were noticed when presented to the hospital and before the additional treatment were applied.

With the major flaws in the study design, methods and data analysis I suggest the author recraft his research using scientific tools to control topical BRYOPHYLLUM PINNATUM preparation, its effectiveness on a specific pathology and side effects of its use.  
	

	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 currently deficient, it lacks the standard structural elements of a scientific abstract:
1- Missing methods no information on how the study was conducted.

2- Missing results : while the results are mentioned the data is missing in the abstract.
3- Missing conclusion : the conclusion is absent.
For the abstract to be effective it must be rewritten to include these standard elements (background, methods, results, conclusion)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the manuscript contains several fundamental flaws that undermine the validity of the study and its conclusion:
1- Lack of controlled intervention: 
          a-the preparation (leaves, stem, whole plant….) of the topical BRYOPHYLLUM PINNATUM, frequency of application (n times/day) and the duration of the treatment.
          b-the pathologies that prompt the use of the plant.

          c-eye condition when presenting to the hospital and the improvement recorded after treatment.

This failure to control the independent variable means the study lacks baseline for comparison and is inherently irreproducible.
2- Inappropriate study design: the research targets a heterogenous condition without a clear, specific pathological model this make it impossible to isolate the effect of the intervention from confounding variables or natural progress of the disease.   
3- Lack of results interpretation : the manuscript doesn’t analyze the results but instead largely restate them.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author correctly referenced multiple sufficient and recent studies, but the reference list require attention to details to meet academic standards, several errors were noted:

1- Incomplete DOI links : references (1,2,4,6,7,9,10).
2- Incomplete book citation: reference (3).
3- Incomplete conference citation: reference (8).

4- Non-functional/ incorrect DOI: reference  (14).
5- Numbering error: the list contains 14 references, while in-text citation are numbered up to 15.
	

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


	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research topic is novel and addresses a significant gap in the literature. However, the current study suffers from fundamental flaws that prevent it from fulfilling this potential.
The data in its current state cannot reliably support any conclusion regarding the safety or efficacy of the topical administration of BRYOPHYLLUM PINNATUM.
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