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	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.


	1. Newness Since silver nanoparticles have various biological effects, they are becoming more popular as treatments.  Understanding how they interact with immune and malignant cells will help us determine their safety and efficacy as treatments.
2. PBMCs, RAW 264. 7 macrophages and K562 leukemia cells form a biological environment that mimics RA's inflammation, immunological activation, and abnormal cell development.  This model enables you examine AgNPs cytotoxic and immunological effects.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, Suitable.
	

	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.


	1. Give a brief context (1–2 lines): Why is this study important? A short background on RA and the role of AgNPs would help readers understand why the study is necessary.
2. Say what you expect the result or meaning to be
3. Improvements in language for flow.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design and scientific reasoning do seem to be acceptable and adequate for the research goal.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Author suggested to cite some references for 1. Synthesis and Characterization of Silver Nanoparticles
2. Alamar Blue Cytotoxicity Assay 3. ROS Detection Using DCFDA Assay 4. ELISA 5. Flow Cytometry for Cell Cycle Analysis


	

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


	The language is easy to understand, and the scientific purpose is evident. However, some changes are suggested to improve clarity, flow, grammar to be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study shows moderate to great innovation since it combines cellular models, focuses on two biomarkers, and links oxidative stress to the cell cycle.  To properly establish uniqueness, the publication must clearly state the research gap, show how your study is different from other studies, and explain why your chosen model provides better or new insights.
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