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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 book chapter provides a broad and well-structured overview of the dermatological and cosmetic potential of Punica granatum, integrating phytochemical data with experimental and clinical dermatology-related evidence. Given the growing interest in plant-derived bioactive compounds for skin disorders and cosmeceutical development, this chapter represents a useful reference source for researchers and clinicians alike. Its strength lies in compiling scattered data into a single, thematically focused manuscript, which may facilitate future translational research and formulation development. Overall, the chapter contributes to the expanding field of evidence-based herbal dermatology.
	

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

	Yes, the title is generally appropriate and reflects the scope and content of the chapter.
Optional suggestion (minor refinement):
Dermatological Applications of Punica granatum: Phytochemistry and Therapeutic Potential in Skin Disorders
	

	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 provides a general overview of the topic; however, it would benefit from greater clarity and structure.
Suggestions: Briefly specify the methodology of the literature search (e.g., databases, time frame).
Clearly state the main dermatological applications discussed (e.g., wound healing, anti-inflammatory, anti-acne, photoaging). Improve grammatical flow and reduce repetitive phrasing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and largely accurate in summarizing existing literature. The cited studies generally support the stated biological effects of Punica granatum. However, the chapter would benefit from:
-Clearer differentiation between in vitro, in vivo, and clinical evidence. 
-Occasional critical commentary on limitations of the existing studies, especially where clinical data are lacking.
-Avoiding overgeneralization when extrapolating experimental findings to clinical dermatology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is extensive and relevant, covering both classical and contemporary studies. Most references are appropriate for a review chapter.
Minor suggestions: Consider adding more recent clinical or systematic review papers (last 3–5 years) where available, particularly in sections on photoaging, acne, and cosmeceutical applications.
Ensure consistency in reference formatting.
	

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

	The overall language is understandable but requires moderate linguistic revision.
Main issues identified:
-Grammatical inconsistencies and sentence structure problems.
-Repetitions and occasional informal phrasing.
-Minor typographical errors.
A careful professional English language editing is recommended to enhance clarity and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This chapter is informative and comprehensive, but its impact would be strengthened by:
-Improved organization in some sections to reduce redundancy.
-A more concise and analytically oriented conclusion.
-Minor stylistic polishing to meet international academic publishing standards.

Minor Revision- The manuscript is scientifically valid and suitable for publication after minor revisions, mainly related to language refinement, structural clarity, and minor analytical improvements.
	















	PART  2: 


	
	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? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No ethical issues were identified. This is a narrative review based on previously published data.
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