Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_153815

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Green synthesis of chromium oxide nanoparticles using arachis hypogaea leaf extract with antibacterial and anti-enzymatic activity against phytopathogenic bacteria

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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.


	It is very interesting work to the agriculture sector. Plant pathogens are causing loss of agricultural products. This work shows the preliminary work or first stage to fight plant pathogen. Synthesis and characterization of NP up to their bioactivity is done scientifically. But the comment given below should be address before publications.    
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is Very suitable.
	

	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 comprehensive.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference are not sufficient. It is only 9 and most not recent. 
	

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


	The English language is very good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In the introduction carbohydrate and amino acid is indicated as a reducing agent. It should be corrected. It is secondary metabolite like Polyohenol, flavonoids …responsible for reduction and synthesis of Cr2O3 NP
2. Figure 1 lacks to show UV, IR, XRD figures rather it shows the mechanism how the NP is produced. It is interesting. But put them in different figure captions. Figure 1 mechanism. Figure 2 UV, IR, XRD charcterization results. 

3. On figure 2 the y-axis is not labelled. 

4. It would be very nice if standard drugs are used as a comparison on the antibacterial activity test. Not only should the control be used.

5. Figure 3 is not referred in the paragraph.

6. Determination of MIC should be placed in the method section not in the discussion section. 

7. Lastly, in the method section statistical method will be used. But nothing is shown in the result and discussion section.   
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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