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1. Isthe manuscriptimportant for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscriptis scientifically correct?
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Minor REVISION comments

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes, but it should be revised.

Optional/General comments

It is an interesting manuscript focused on the green synthesis of silver nanoparticles using a fungi
extract. It merits to be published; however please consider the following comments and
suggestions: i) in the abstract there is missing insights of results. ii) check the redaction in the
introduction. There is missing connectors. As well check length of subsections related. iii) in the
section of results there is missing graphs and tables .iv) the English used should be revised. V)
please check the order of sections. The objectives should go first.
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