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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.


	In my opinion, while the topic of nanoplastic pollution is critically important, this manuscript functions primarily as a descriptive compilation of existing knowledge. It lacks the critical analysis and identification of pressing, unresolved research questions that define a significant review article.  Consequently, it does not provide the original perspective required to substantially advance the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the title is overly generic, and non-specific.

For a review article, the title must unique contribution to distinguish it from the many existing reviews on this topic. 

So for a more focused and descriptive title, I suggest : Nanoplastics in the environment: sources, fate, toxicity, and mitigation challenges
	

	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 is fundamentally descriptive and it merely lists the topics covered. Crucially, it offering no insight into the analytical framework from the literature. 

, to be effective, it must be rewritten to explaining understanding this specific review provides.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript, while factually accurate in its presentation of data, lacks the analytical rigor required for a substantive scholarly review. 

So, this uncritical presentation of information, while not factually wrong, thereby limiting its overall scientific correctness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and includes recent publications. There is an over-reliance on review articles, which indicates a potential lack of direct engagement with primary research literature. 

The core issue is not a lack of references, but rather their superficial use. Finally, this approach undermines the analytical depth expected in a high-quality review.
	

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


	No, the language quality is not suitable for scholarly publication. 

The prose is predominantly descriptive and lacks the analytical precision expected in a scientific review. 

The manuscript requires editing by a native English speaker to achieve the level of clarity required for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In my assessment, this manuscript To become a good contribution, it requires a complete conceptual overhaul.
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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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