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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 not properly represented and not well written in context to the title and the results were so preliminary to justify the title.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not 
The title should be “ANTIMICROBIAL and ANTICANCER ACTIVITY OF SILVER MEDIATED NANOPARTICLES OF TERMINALIA CHEBULA BARK EXTRACT. 

The manuscript also includes antibacterial and antifungal activity. As the title doesn’t justify the content of the manuscript 


	

	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.


	No
The abstract is not well written and the flow of the abstract is not good. It is not precise according to the title and content of the manuscript. 

It should be sequenced, including the introduction of the work followed by methodology, results, discussion and conclusion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but it needs to include much information and more reference along with an elaborate discussion. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Strongly not, the manuscript needs to have at least 50 more references and recent information in the introduction and discussion.
The discussion is severely lacking. 
	

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


	No.

This is not scholarly suitable. 

The scientific article for scholars should have an interpretation and well written discussion of the work along with prospects for future study
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The author should include more references in the introduction and more information about the plant, its pharmacological importance, distribution, and justification for selecting the plant. 
2. The abstract needs to be modified and rewritten

3. The discussion has to be rewritten and add more references and compare with the result along with the interpretation

4. The figure captions need to be improved and the figures also

5. The conclusion needs to be rewritten as it looks like only stating the results, not concluding the manuscript's findings. It should be precise and well-written.

6. The title indicates anticancer activity and it contain anibacterial and antifungal activity, very less about anticancer acivity why?

7. The article needs revision and rewriting to be published.
	

	PART  2: 



	
	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 details)
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