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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

It provides a comparative quantification of natural and synthetic treatment of acne vulgaris 
which is common dermatological problem. it bridges the gap between traditional medicine 
and modern dermatology, offering evidence-based conclusions that could influence future 
skincare formulations and treatment protocols. 

 

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

 

Title suggestion-A Comparative Analysis of Camellia Sinensis Extract and Salicylic 
Acid in the Management of Acne Vulgaris in Students 

 

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. Write scientific name in italic.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound because it employs a well-
structured comparative study design, ensuring that the effects of both Camellia sinensis 
extract and salicylic acid on acne vulgaris are rigorously evaluated.  

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
 

Add references at least last 5 years. Follow reference style format.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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