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	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.


	Given the negative effects of the use of chemical-based pharmaceuticals on bacterial infectious agents, including drug resistance, environmental problems of chemical drugs, and negative effects of chemical drugs on other tissues and organs of the body, the need to use biomaterials, especially extracts of some well-known plants, is inevitable.
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	In my opinion, the following sentences should be included in the abstract:
))The effects of calcination (200 °C for 30 min) on the AgNPs structural properties were examined. UV Visible spectra confirmed reduction of Ag+ to AgNPs as the peak obtained is at 430 nm for uncalcinated bioconjugated AgNPs while the peak for calcinated bioconjugated AgNPs is at 285nm. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) and X-ray diffraction analysis (XRD) determined uncalcinated and calcinated bioconjugated AgNPs, found to be spherical crystalline and had sizes of 84.3 nm and 101.15 nm respectively.((
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	The number of sources in this laboratory study is very large. 77% of the sources provided are from 2020 and before, which is not new. 8% are from before 2010, which is very old. 24% are from after 2020. Only 1 source is from 2024.
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