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	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.


	- This research contributes to development of sustainable textile dyeing by combining natural dyes with nanotechnology.
- It evaluates the effect of several nanoparticles on dye absorption, color strength, and fastness, providing an improved scientific approach to natural dyes.
- The research presents a clear and comprehensive model for optimizing dyeing conditions, making it a reliable framework for future studies.
- It contributes to expanding the understanding of interactions between natural dyes and nanoparticles on textiles, opening new horizons for more efficient and environmentally friendly dyeing technologies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, I suggest an alternative tittle:

"Enhancing Natural Dye Affinity on Wool Though Optimized ZnO Nanoparticle Mordanting"
	

	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.


	Abstract should be comprehensive, clear, and well-organized, and include all the essential elements of manuscript writing. These are the most important improvements I recommend:

- Add a clearer statement of the problem or research gap.

- Quantitative results can be more specific.

- Clarify sustainability significance.

- Remove minor redundancies.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically an accent. It follows a standard and accepted research framework used in textile, materials science, and natural dyeing studies. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references, not sufficient compared to the expansion and comprehensiveness of the study in terms of diagnoses and apparent results. They were not sufficient, and we must depend on other and more references in terms of explaining the aspects of preparation and diagnosis and studying the effect of the dye. The scientific paper needs more references, and it is better to rely on very recent references.
	

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


	The language in the manuscript is understandable, clear in meaning, and technically correct, and the paper can be followed without difficulty. It successfully communicates the scientific procedures, results, and conclusions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, the research article is good in terms of the scientific context and the results obtained from the study.
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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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