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	PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript comprehensively reviews antimicrobial textiles, an emerging field with significant implications for health, hygiene, and sustainability. The study effectively highlights antimicrobial textiles' mechanisms, materials, and applications, offering valuable insights for researchers, healthcare professionals, and industry stakeholders. The discussion on the durability, efficacy, and environmental impact of antimicrobial agents is particularly relevant given the increasing demand for sustainable and effective textile solutions. The manuscript also addresses regulatory challenges, which is crucial for facilitating the widespread adoption of antimicrobial textiles.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. However, to enhance clarity and relevance, a possible alternative title could be: "Antimicrobial Textiles: Innovations, Challenges, and Applications for Health and Hygiene".

	

	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 provides a well-structured summary of the manuscript’s key points, including the benefits, challenges, and future directions of antimicrobial textiles. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning specific antimicrobial agents discussed in the review and their comparative effectiveness. Additionally, including a statement on the significance of regulatory considerations would strengthen the abstract’s completeness.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-researched. It presents detailed explanations of antimicrobial mechanisms, materials, and their applications. The discussion is well-supported by references to recent studies, and the explanations of antimicrobial agents, such as silver, copper, and chitosan, are clear and accurate. However, the manuscript could benefit from a deeper discussion of emerging antimicrobial technologies, such as nanotechnology-based coatings and smart textiles with responsive antimicrobial properties.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and recent. However, some key studies on the environmental impact of antimicrobial textiles and alternative biodegradable antimicrobial agents could be included to provide a more balanced perspective. If available, additional references discussing real-world case studies or clinical trials on antimicrobial textiles in healthcare settings would enhance the practical relevance of the review.


	

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


	The language of the manuscript is appropriate for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, concise, and well-organized. However, there are minor grammatical and typographical errors that should be corrected to improve readability. Additionally, some sections could be made more concise to avoid redundancy.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript could benefit from a clearer distinction between established technologies and emerging innovations.

· A summary table comparing different antimicrobial agents (metals, synthetic, and natural) based on effectiveness, cost, and sustainability would enhance readability.

· Some figures lack citations or captions explaining their relevance.
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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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