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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.


	The presented manuscript documents the green synthesis of silver nanoparticles (AgNPs) using Murraya koenigii (curry leaf) extract, highlighting the growing significance of eco-friendly nanomaterials in the medical and pharmaceutical fields. By using plant-based reducing agents, this study advances sustainable alternatives to conventional nanoparticle synthesis routes and demonstrates notable antibacterial and antioxidant activities of the phytocapped AgNPs. Such work is crucial in addressing global pharmaceutical needs, especially concerning antibiotic resistance and the demand for less toxic, biocompatible nanomedicines. The findings support the integration of nanotechnology and green chemistry in developing potent therapeutic agents with broad applications for future healthcare innovations
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable as it succinctly reflects both the method ("phytocapped green silver nanoparticles using Murraya koenigii") and the core activities researched (antioxidant and antibacterial activity). It is specific, informative, and relevant to the manuscript content. If even greater clarity is desired, a minor revision such as "Green Synthesis and Multifunctional Activity of Silver Nanoparticles Using Murraya koenigii Extract" could be considered, but the original title effectively serves its purpose
	

	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 clearly summarizes the motivation, methodology, key findings, and the broader impact of the research. It covers the synthesis technique, characterization methods, antimicrobial and antioxidant assays, and the significance of the results. A suggestion for improvement would be to add some specific quantitative outcomes from the antibacterial assays and directly mention the comparative efficacy to standard agents like ascorbic acid or known antibiotics for greater impact
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically robust and technically sound. It provides detailed methodology for nanoparticle synthesis and characterization (UV-Vis, FTIR, XRD, TEM) and offers comparative discussions referencing previous literature. Experimental designs such as control inclusion, triplicate analysis, and statistical handling are all standard and strengthen the validity of the reported results
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are numerous, recent, and relevant, with citations up to the year 2025. The referenced studies are from reputable journals and cover green synthesis, nanoparticle characterization, and associated applications, supporting the background and contextual framework of the study. No specific gaps in citations are evident, but including more clinically oriented references on the biomedical translation of such nanomaterials could potentially broaden the impac
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, conveying technical details and scientific analysis clearly. Some minor syntax or grammar corrections may be needed in a final proofread
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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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