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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 study presents a novel herbal microsponge gel incorporating Citrus sinensis and Eucalyptus globulus oils, offering broad-spectrum UV protection with sustained drug release and high SPF. It addresses key limitations of conventional sunscreens, such as photoinstability and short efficacy duration. The results support the safe and effective use of plant-based photoprotective agents, contributing to the development of natural and skin-friendly sunscreen alternatives.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is partially suitable, but can be significantly improved
So, I suggest the alternative title (Development of a Herbal Microsponge Sunscreen Gel with High SPF and Sustained Release: In-vitro and In-vivo Evaluation)
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and covers the major components expected in a scientific abstract — aim, methods, results, and conclusion.
there are several areas where refinements, clarifications, and deletions would significantly improve its scientific quality, precision, and readability.

So, it is recommended to include / delete :
Numerical data clarity: Specify exact particle size instead of vague "nanometer range"
Mention that zeta potential was −31.4 mV to support formulation stability.

Mention that SPF was calculated using an in vitro UV spectroscopic method.

Remove repeated phrases like “gel gel” and “showed the no signs” (grammatically incorrect).

Condense “The whole result concluded that…” → simply say “The results indicate…”

Replace “the 1 Best formulation” with “the optimized formulation (F2)”

“carried on dermal irritation test on albino wistar rat” should be: “was subjected to a dermal irritation test using albino Wistar rats.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in concept and methodology, with a sound experimental design. It follows established procedures for herbal extraction, microsponge formulation, gel development, and evaluation (SPF, in-vitro release, skin irritation, etc.). However, there are areas where scientific clarity, accuracy, and reporting need improvement to meet publication standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient for a research article, assuming the rest of the manuscript aligns with these references.
	

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


	Overall, the manuscript requires moderate to significant language editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication in peer-reviewed journals. While the scientific content and structure are reasonably organized, grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, inconsistent tense usage, redundancy, and improper punctuation occur throughout the document.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures 3, 5,7,8 and 12 are not clear 
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	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)
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