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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 review is important because it addresses one of the most important areas in which nanotechnology is applied, namely the agricultural field, with the aim of increasing productivity, improving crop quality, and solving many problems, such as improving fertilizer efficiency, manufacturing safer pesticides, etc.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not entirely appropriate. A careful reader would assume that the review discusses the use of nanotechnology to improve flower cultivation and quality. However, a large portion of the review addresses the green synthesis of metal oxide nanoparticles, such as gold nanoparticles (Au NPs) and silver nanoparticles (Ag NPs). It would be preferable for the title to be comprehensive of the review content. The suggested title is "Green Synthesis of Metal Oxides Nanoparticles and Their Application in Improving Flower Cultivation."
	

	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.


	I do not suggest adding anything to the review summary, as it is comprehensive of what was discussed in the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· There are some scientific errors. For example, the title of the first figure does not say (nanoparticle extraction process), but rather the correct word is (green synthesis of nanoparticles).
· The paragraph on the therapeutic use of nanoparticles did not receive the necessary study, despite the existence of numerous extensive studies that addressed applications in this field, as this paragraph relied on a single reference.

· The  tables ( table 02and 04) does not contain references in the same format as the other tables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are many references, exceeding five pages, and they are not organized. Some of them contain  D0I, some do not, and some are duplicates, such as (Khatami, M., Sharifi, I., Nobre, M. A., Zafarnia, N., & Aflatoonian, M. R. (2018). Waste-grass-mediated green synthesis of silver nanoparticles and evaluation of their anticancer, antifungal, and antibacterial activity. Green Chemistry Letters and Reviews, 11(2), 125-134.)

As well as the reference (Aier, S., Borthakur, P. K., Boro, R. C., Boruah, H., Goswami, G., & Ram, L. (2017). Improvement in post-harvest quality of cut flowers of Rosa hybrida cv. ‘First Red’ using biologically synthesized silver nanoparticles. Journal of Ornamental Horticulture, 20(1). 21–30)

And also the reference (Carrillo-López, L. M., Morgado-González, A., & Morgado-González, A. (2016). Biosynthesized silver nanoparticles used in preservative solutions for Chrysanthemum cv. Puma. Journal of Nanomaterials, 2016.)
	

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


	The language is somewhat appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The noticeable thing in the Conclusion is that it only touched on the green synthesis of nanoparticles and did not touch on their applications in flower cultivation at all, although it is the main topic. Therefore, the Conclusion does not cover the content of the review.
Overall, the review needs a complete restructuring.

review should also include analyses performed on the manufacture of nanoparticles, such as: XRD, MED, FTIR, and UV to further confirm and validate the information.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	I didn't notice that
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