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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community because it brings together current information about biosynthesized silver nanoparticles (AgNPs) and herbal mouth rinses in dentistry. It helps researchers and clinicians understand what is already known about their antibacterial effects and what is still unclear, especially for real patient use. The paper also points out important gaps such as the need for standard methods, safe dosage levels, and more clinical studies. Overall, it can guide future research to develop safer and more effective mouth rinses as possible alternatives to common chemical mouth rinses.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is mostly suitable, but it is a bit long and the word “activated” is not clear. It may be better to use “containing “or “incorporating.” Suggested title: “Herbal Mouth Rinses Containing Biosynthesized Silver Nanoparticles: Dental Applications and Safety”
	

	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 quite complete, but it can be clearer and more focused. Please add one or two sentences to explain the aim of the review and briefly how the articles were chosen (for example, databases/keywords or time period), even if it is a narrative review. Reduce the long general background and focus more on AgNP and clearly state whether the evidence is mainly laboratory studies or clinical studies. Also, make the final message clearer by stating what is known, what is still missing (especially safety, standard methods, and lack of clinical trials), and avoid strong claims unless there is strong clinical evidence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is mostly scientifically correct in general. The basic information about silver nanoparticles, green synthesis, and their antibacterial effect is acceptable. However, some statements are too strong and may not be fully correct if they are not supported by strong evidence, especially clinical studies. The paper sometimes mixes laboratory results with clinical claims, so the authors should clearly state if the evidence is from in vitro, animal, or human studies. The safety part is also too general, so more clear information about safe dose/concentration and long-term safety is needed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient. However, some references look repeated/duplicated, so the list needs cleaning and one consistent format.
	

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


	The English is understandable, but it is not yet suitable for scholarly writing. Many sentences are too long and the writing style is sometimes too “promotional” with strong words like unprecedented, transformative, and promising frontier, which is not academic style. The authors should edit the paper for clearer and simpler sentences, use a more neutral scientific tone, and improve consistency of terms (for example, “mouth rinse” vs “mouth rinses” and unclear wording like “AgNP-activated”).
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the topic is interesting and important, and the paper is well organised. However, it is still too general and should focus more on AgNP–herbal mouth rinse in dentistry. Please add a short part on how the articles were selected, include a table summarizing key studies, and give more clear details on safety and clinical use. The references also need cleaning (remove duplicates) and the English should be improved with shorter sentences and a more neutral academic tone.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Mohd Zambri Bin Mohamed Makhbul, MINISTRY OF HEALTH, MALAYSIA

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

