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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.


	The manuscript presents the green synthesis of copper nanoparticles using Nyctanthes arbor-tristis leaf extract and evaluates their antibacterial and antioxidant activities. The topic is scientifically relevant; however, the manuscript requires major revision before it can be considered for publication.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The manuscript inconsistently refers to both copper nanoparticles and copper oxide nanoparticles. The authors must clarify the exact nature of the particles synthesized.
	

	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 of the article has the following flaws that need to be corrected:

Too many details of the method (not suitable for an abstract), not proper and repetitive conclusions, insufficient scientific analysis, non-academic language, not proper coherence and grammatical errors and incorrect vocabulary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	A thorough English language editing is strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. For characterization of synthesized nanoparticles only UV spectroscopy is used. This is not adequate to confirm nanoparticle structures. Using techniques such as FTIR, XRD, SEM or TEM are essential for determining size distribution, crystallinity, and functional groups.

2. The manuscript inconsistently refers to both copper nanoparticles and copper oxide nanoparticles. The authors must clarify the exact nature of the synthesized particles.

3. In antibacterial activity section, the exact concentration of nanoparticles used in the wells must be clearly defined. In one section, the authors refer to "ZnO " instead of CuO or Cu nanoparticles, which should be corrected.

4. Antioxidant activity assessment is weak. At least one additional assay such as DPPH or ABTS should be included to validate antioxidant activity.

5. The manuscript does not report the yield of synthesized nanoparticles, which is essential for reproducibility.

6. The abstract contains grammatical and structural errors; it should be rewritten to improve clarity.

7. Units should follow SI guidelines (e.g., µL instead of μl).

8. Table 1 requires a caption. 

9. The conclusion is overly general and should highlight specific quantitative findings of the study.
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