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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 manuscript addresses a rapidly emerging global environmental and public health concern—human exposure to microplastics and nanoplastics—using a comprehensive scientometric and bibliometric approach. By systematically mapping publication trends, influential authors, institutions, countries, and thematic research clusters over a decade, the study provides valuable insight into how scientific attention toward micro(nano)plastic health impacts has evolved. The work serves as a useful reference for researchers, policymakers, and funding agencies to identify research gaps, dominant research themes, and future directions. Overall, the study contributes meaningfully to organizing and contextualizing a fast-growing interdisciplinary research field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, specific, and accurately reflects the scope and methodology of the study.
No change is required.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly outlines the background, objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. However, it could be marginally improved by:

· Clearly mentioning the bibliometric tools and indicators (e.g., co-authorship, co-occurrence, citation analysis) in one concise phrase.

· Slightly reducing repetition related to health impacts to improve conciseness.

These are minor editorial refinements, not structural deficiencies.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design, data source selection (Web of Science Core Collection), search strategy, bibliometric methodology, and interpretation of results are appropriate and consistent with standard scientometric practices. The analysis using VOSviewer is correctly applied, and conclusions are supported by the presented data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is extensive, relevant, and up-to-date, including several high-impact and recent publications (2023–2025). The citations adequately support both the background and discussion sections. No mandatory additional references are required.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well-structured and readable. Minor grammatical polishing and stylistic smoothing in a few long sentences may further improve clarity but are not essential.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall presentation is professional and consistent.
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