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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 manuscript is important, especially for the scientific community because:
1.- The antibacterial efficacy of Pro-AgNP was evaluated against a panel of clinically relevant multidrug-resistant pathogens, including methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) and extended-spectrum beta-lactamase-producing Escherichia coli (ESBL E. coli).
2.- The research establishes an eco-friendly synthesis route for highly effective AgNPs and validates their superior potential as a synergistic nanoantibacterial agent against multidrug-resistant infections.
3.- The results are based on optimization, which establishes the application of a relevant standard synthesis protocol.

	

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

	The title of the article is very long. An alternative title is suggested: “Biosynthesized Silver Nanoparticles with Propolis: Antibacterial Effectiveness Against Resistant Pathogens”.
	

	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.
Sufficient details of the methods/processes used are provided.
The data is well controlled and robust.
The conclusion is supported by the data discussed in the manuscript

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are neither sufficient nor recent. Only 27.8% of the references belong to the last decade, and only one corresponds to the last five years.
Among the appropriate current references that the authors should cite, we recommend:
1.- Murugan, S., Senthilvelan, T., Govindasamy, M. et al. (2025). A Comprehensive Review on Exploring the Potential of Phytochemicals and Biogenic Nanoparticles for the Treatment of Antimicrobial-Resistant Pathogenic Bacteria. Current Microbiology 82, 90. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00284-025-04064-w
2.- Sharma D, Gautam S, Singh S, Srivastava N, Khan AM & Bisht D. (2025). Unveiling the nanoworld of antimicrobial resistance: integrating nature and nanotechnology. Frontiers in Microbiology, 15:1391345. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2024.1391345
3.- Kenneth Ssekatawa, Dennis K. Byarugaba, Charles D. Kato,  Francis Ejobi, Robert Tweyongyere, Michael Lubwama, John Baptist Kirabira & Eddie M. Wampande. (2020). Nanotechnological solutions for controlling transmission and emergence of antimicrobial-resistant bacteria, future prospects, and challenges: a systematic review. Journal of Nanoparticle Research, 22: 117. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11051-020-04817-7
 

	

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	The article should include more references from the past five years, which would give it more relevance and argumentative strength.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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