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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 discusses critical antimicrobial measures required in cosmetic formulations to ensure consumer safety and product stability. With increasing consumer awareness and regulatory demands, understanding microbial control in cosmetic products has become essential. The topic is relevant for microbiologists, cosmetic chemists, and regulatory professionals. The study's detailed explanation of testing protocols, preservation techniques, and safety evaluations adds value to existing literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title is suitable, but for clarity and a stronger scientific tone, it can be improved:
Suggested Title: "Antimicrobial Strategies in Cosmetic Formulations: Safety and Preservation Approaches"

	

	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 comprehensive but slightly repetitive.
· The sentence: “Cosmetics must be protected…” is repeated in the manuscript introduction.
· The abstract should be more concise, highlighting:
· Objective
· Methods (challenge test, antimicrobial agents)
· Key findings (stability for 12 weeks, zone of inhibition data)
Suggested Improvements:
· Remove redundancy
· Quantify findings briefly
· Clarify purpose at the beginning

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and covers:
· GMPs
· Preservative selection
· Microbial testing
· Challenge test protocols
· Results with well-structured data tables
However:
· Some scientific statements lack citations.
· Repetition should be minimized (e.g., the same paragraph about microbial contamination is repeated).

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	· References are relevant but not recent (most are pre-2000).
· Authors should include 3–5 recent references (2015–2024) to support:
· Modern preservation systems
· Microbial resistance trends
· New regulations or natural preservatives

Suggested:

· Articles from International Journal of Cosmetic Science
· WHO/ISO guidelines on cosmetics microbiology

	

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

	· The English is understandable but requires moderate editing for:
· Grammar
· Sentence structure
· Punctuation
· Flow (some sentences are long and unclear)
· Examples:
· "Microbiological testing should be performed on each component before to use" → "…before use"
· "used for eye area are very much sensitive" → "…are highly sensitive"
A thorough proofreading is advised.





	

	Optional/General comments

	· The manuscript is relevant, informative, and applicable to modern cosmetic microbiology.
· Figures or flowcharts showing challenge test processes or microbial control strategies would enhance readability.
· Authors should follow consistent formatting:
· Section headings need to be standardized
· Tables should be titled and numbered properly
· Font size, alignment, and spacing should be uniform
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	.
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