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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 is an interesting, relatively well-designed, conducted and written manuscript, with a relevant contribution in the field of microbiology. 

The manuscript can be considered for publication after appropriate remediation of some major deficiencies that have been identified. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I consider the title to be inappropriate, as the main objective of the study was to investigate the action of biologically synthesized selenium nanoparticles on biofilm-producing bacterial strains and not to evaluate their biofilm production. Therefore, I consider one of the following titles to be more appropriate:
· Evaluation of the anti-biofilm activity of biologically synthesized selenium nanoparticles against clinically isolated pathogens

· Biosynthesized selenium nanoparticles as a novel strategy to inhibit biofilm formation in pathogenic bacteria and fungi

· Anti-biofilm efficacy of biogenic selenium nanoparticles against clinical isolates from wound and burn infections
	

	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 comprehensive enough.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I consider that the methodology can be improved.
Firstly, I would recommend the replacement of “Tissue Culture Plate Method” with “The crystal violet microtiter plate biofilm assay” and a better description of the method, as it lacks some steps, e.g. the heat fixation and the alcohol-based solubilization steps. The authors could consider the following article for the methodology:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/363054822_THE_EFFECT_OF_TEMPERATURE_ON_IN_VITRO_BIOFILM_FORMATION_IN_MULTIDRUG_RESISTANT_ESCHERICHIA_COLI_AND_STAPHYLOCOCCUS_AUREUS 

Moreover, the authors should provide a formula for the percentage of biofilm inhibition.
In regard with the results part, I believe that a graph would better represent the values obtained and presented in Table 2. Alternatively, the table could show the optical density values, and a graph could show the inhibition percentages.
I believe the authors could exclude Figure 2 from the manuscript.
Unfortunately, I cannot find the results of the statistical analysis (Two-way ANOVA) clearly presented anywhere, and I suggest the authors proceed to do so.
	

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

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


	The language is suitable.
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