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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This study addresses an important aspect of sustainable agriculture by exploring the use of Pseudomonas fluorescens-mediated nanoparticles for rice growth enhancement and disease management. It offers a promising, eco-friendly alternative to chemical fungicides and contributes to the advancement of green nanotechnology in crop protection. The findings are valuable for researchers working on biogenic nanoparticles and sustainable plant-pathogen management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Synthesis of silver, zinc oxide and silicon dioxide nanoparticles from Pseudomonas fluorescens for growth enhancement and false smut management in rice” is informative but somewhat lengthy and descriptive. It could be made more concise and engaging while still conveying scope of the study.

I suggest to change the title to “Eco-friendly synthesis of nanoparticles by Pseudomonas fluorescens for improved rice growth and false smut management” or “Biogenic synthesis of Ag, ZnO and SiO2 nanoparticles by Pseudomonas fluorescens for sustainable management of false smut in rice”.
	

	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 useful information but lacks completeness and focus. It would benefit from a clearer statement of the study’s objectives, a brief mention of the key methods used and inclusion of major quantitative results to substantiate the findings. I recommend minimizing descriptive or repetitive sentences and concluding with a concise statement that emphasizes the practical importance of the work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study addresses a relevant and timely topic, but it lack of proper nanoparticle characterization data and quantitative disease assessment limits the reliability of the results and conclusions. While the experimental design is generally sound, the data presentation and interpretation need to be strengthened with appropriate statistical analysis and clearer discussion. With these improvements, the manuscript could become a scientifically credible contribution to the field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	I suggest to improve the language quality of the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript lacks essential characterization data (e.g., UV-Vis, XRD, FTIR and SEM/TEM). Without these, confirmation of nanoparticle synthesis and properties is incomplete. Authors must provide these results or cite previous validated protocols with supporting data.
2. Some key experimental details are missing or unclear, such as method of pathogen inoculation, environmental conditions during field trials, and uniformity of infection pressure. Please clarify these aspects to improve reproducibility.
3. The discussion provides a good descriptive overview, but it could benefit from deeper scientific interpretation. It would strengthen the manuscript if the authors could explore how Ag, ZnO and SiO2 nanoparticles affect plant growth and disease suppression, ideally by discussing the underlying mechanisms and supporting their points with relevant literature on nanoparticle-plant-pathogen interactions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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