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	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.


	This manuscript bridges the gap between cutting-edge nanotechnology and traditional plant-based knowledge, which makes it valuable to the scientific community. It shows sustainable, environmentally friendly substitutes for traditional chemical and physical nanoparticle production techniques by examining green-synthesised phytogenic nanoparticles. The study highlights these nanoparticles' antibacterial, anticancer, and anti-inflammatory qualities as well as their biological potential. Additionally, it fosters multidisciplinary study, fostering creativity at the nexus of biomedicine, nanoscience, and ethnobotany.
	

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


	The title "A REVIEW ON GREEN-SYNTHESIZED PHYTOGENIC NANOPARTICLES: BRIDGING TRADITIONAL PLANT WISDOM WITH MODERN BIOMEDICAL APPLICATIONS” might use some minor editing to make it more readable and appealing, particularly to a scientific audience. More specific wording or a greater focus on the article's uniqueness or scope might improve the title, which is currently a little lengthy.

Here are a few refined alternatives:

Suggested Alternative Titles:

1. "Green-Synthesized Phytogenic Nanoparticles: Merging Traditional Plant Wisdom with Biomedical Innovation"
2. "Phytogenic Nanoparticles via Green Synthesis: A Bridge Between Ethnobotany and Modern Biomedicine"
	

	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 solid overview of the topic and outlines the major themes of the manuscript. However, it can be improved in clarity, structure, and depth to make it more comprehensive, precise, and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and accurate. No major revisions are necessary at this time.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No major changes needed
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the manuscript are appropriate for scholarly communication.
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