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Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The manuscript is well-organized, with a clear and logical flow of information from the synthesis of
nanoparticles to their detailed characterization. The methodology is presented in a structured manner,
making it easy to follow and understand

Is the title of the article suitable?
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
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points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

NICE

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

The use of Caladium bicolor extract in the green synthesis of iron nanoparticles is commendable. It
highlights the environmentally friendly and cost-effective nature of the process, aligning with the
growing trend towards sustainable nanomaterial production.
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