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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 presents a relevant contribution by exploring the biosynthesis of silver nanoparticles using indicator microorganisms isolated from anthropogenically impacted soils. The study aligns well with the ongoing efforts to develop environmentally friendly alternatives to conventional chemical nanoparticle synthesis. Identifying a strain with promising production potential provides a useful basis for further optimization and possible practical applications. Overall, the work contributes to a broader understanding of the role of environmental microorganisms in sustainable nanomaterial production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the main focus of the study on the biosynthesis of silver nanoparticles using indicator microorganisms. However, it may benefit from being more specific in order to better highlight the environmental context of the isolates. In this regard, the authors may consider revising the title to:

“Biosynthesis of Silver Nanoparticles by Indicator Microorganisms Isolated from Anthropogenically Impacted Soils.”
This revised version would provide clearer information about the origin of the microorganisms and better represent the scope of the study.


	

	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 adequately summarizes the main objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, it would benefit from a brief statement clarifying the research rationale or gap to strengthen its scientific context. Additionally, including slightly more specific information regarding nanoparticle characterization (e.g., key UV–Vis results) could make the findings clearer.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound. The methodology and analyses are appropriate for the objectives of the study, and the conclusions are supported by the results presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and recent, and they appropriately support the scope of the study. Most of the cited literature is relevant and up-to-date. Overall, the reference list is adequate for the objectives of the manuscript.


	

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


	The English language used in the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The text is understandable and conveys the scientific content clearly.

In the Results section, the sentence referring to optical density at 540 nm and “seven and four isolates” may require clarification. It would be helpful to clearly specify whether this refers to isolates 7 and 4 and to briefly justify the selection of 540 nm for measurement to avoid ambiguity.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript addresses a relevant topic in the field of green synthesis of nanoparticles and presents interesting findings regarding microbial-mediated silver nanoparticle production. The study is generally well-structured and the results are clearly presented. With minor clarifications and refinement, the manuscript would be suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are apparent in this manuscript.
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