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	FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	The revised manuscript shows substantial improvement compared to the previous version. The authors have addressed most of the major concerns, including removal of speculative interpretations, correction of MIC terminology, improvement of the abstract, clarification of anticancer claims, and language refinement.

The overall study is scientifically sound and presents a relevant comparative evaluation of calcined and uncalcined green-synthesized silver nanoparticles. The work contributes useful insights into how calcination influences physicochemical characteristics and biological activity.

However, a few minor issues still require clarification before final acceptance:

1. Provide clearer justification and literature support for the reported UV–Vis SPR peak at 285 nm.

2. Report complete statistical details (mean ± SD/SEM, exact p-values where applicable).

3. Add a brief limitations paragraph acknowledging absence of DLS/zeta potential and mechanistic anticancer validation.

4. Perform a final language polishing check for minor grammatical inconsistencies.

These are minor technical refinements and do not affect the core findings of the study.

Recommendation: Minor Revision

	1. 1. I apologize for this, in version 1 I mistakenly put the UV graph of copper nanoparticle which I was synthesized. Now I have put  the graph of AgNPs synthesized in the latest version 2.
Both  nanoparticles was synthesised .mistakenly I took the graph of copper nanoparticle and drawn. So in latest version I have drawn and corrected the graph where calcined  AgNPs shows peak at at 438nm and uncalcined AgNPs shows peak at 432nm and I also added the references.

2. 2. Statistical evaluation

All experiments were done in duplicate, and the results were presented as mean± standard deviation. Statistical significance was accepted at a level of p<0.05 to calculate IC50 values.
3. Limitations acknowledging absence of DLS/zeta potential 

While the structural characterisations are explained by the SEM, EDAX, and XRD, they provide morphological characteristics, but the limitation is the absence of DLS and zeta potential analysis. DLS analysis is required to know the hydrodynamic diameter, the size of the particle and its solvation layer, and particle size distribution rather than solid-state size. Similarly, zeta potential is essential for evaluating surface charge and predicting the colloidal stability of the nanoparticles in suspension. In the absence of these two data, one cannot conclude the behaviour of synthesised particles in liquid medium, their stability over time and the potential of agglomerisation. Here the results provided are of solid-state characteristics. In future liquid-phase in situ characterisation may be required to confirm the biological and industrial applications

Limitations acknowledging absence of mechanistic anticancer validation
 Mechanistic anticancer validation, such as particular target engagement, the molecular process of cell death, and target-specific or general genomic research, was not provided by the current in vitro study. Whether the sample can be employed for possible therapeutic uses in the future will depend on the in vivo confirmation of metabolic stability, bioavailability, and pharmacokinetics
4.Final language  polishing and minor grammatical mistakes are corrected
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