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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 research paper is important in the field of reviewing everything related to the biological formation of nanoparticles and their bio-use.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Notes:

The title of the research paper was good and appropriate.

The abstract was written correctly and scientifically.

The introduction was good, although the researcher did not discuss the mechanism and effect of nanoparticles on pathogenic bacteria.

The researcher used a good method in presenting the objective of the research paper and the methods of operation.

Is the method of referencing and citing research references the same as the journal's system?

What is the location of Table 1 in the research paper, as it was not referenced in the body of the research?

In Figure 1, the series 1 was missing and was written in Arabic.

The axes in the figures were not defined.

In the discussion, specifically in the section on the interaction between the aqueous extract and silver nitrate solution, what was the discussion like?

The researcher's review of the factors affecting nanoparticles was unsuccessful and should be reformulated.

The conclusions were too lengthy and should be shortened.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 detail)

No
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