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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 manuscript can be accepted in Current Journal of Applied Science and 
Technology after considering the following points 

1. The quality of the language is not good and so may typo errors throughout 
the manuscript. 

2. Abstract 
It can be written “The synthesis of metallic nanomaterials using plant extracts is a 
single-step, simple, rapid, eco-friendly.” instead of “….bottom-up green synthesis (Eco-
friendly).” 
3. It should add Calotropis spp. to key words 
4. The author should consider carefully about the italic “Calotropis spp.” not 

Calotropis spp. or Calotropis spp 
5. The author should revise a capital letter in Table. 
6. Make it exact “Fe2+” not “Fe2+” in Line 142 and 143 
7. The references are not the same format. It should adjust the mistake in line 

30, 282, 314, 351, 409, 433, 455 etc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
The manuscript has been revised to check for errors. 
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Included. 
Amended. 
 
Revised. 
Checked and amended. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The author should revise the language of manuscript carefully to remove any typographical 
or grammatical errors. 
  
 
 

Revised and amended. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
This is a good study, with interesting results. 
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