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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript 
and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments : 
The research is valuable and 
contains many distinguished 
scientific ideas but it's brief  and 
require Minor Revision 
 

 
Please follow all note in the red line in the introduction and material and method and 

discussion in the manuscript attached below. 

The introduction very brief .Try to put two lines in which you mention some of the 

characteristics of the plant Amaranthus gangeticus. With reference. 

Some of your phrase without reference ,put the reference please. 

Material and method generally brief try to add more details to increase citation for your 

articles. Please follow the red notes. 

Results very good with much methodology but the figure not very clear try to improve 

them . and put the error bar in the figure 8 columns. Please add a few explanation on the 

cell morphology in figure 11. 

Discussion: really there is no discussion you just repeat your result please answer the 

questions in the red line in discussion and try to focus on the role of AuNP. In each of 

your experiments. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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