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Reviewer's Comments A:
The manuscript presents a relevant and timely study in green nanotechnology, specifically the biosynthesis and biological evaluation of silver nanoparticles (AgNPs) using Vernonia anthelmintica extract. The experimental design is fairly solid, and the characterization is adequate, including UV-Vis, FTIR, SEM, EDX, and XRD analyses.

1.Numerous grammatical issues affect readability. The text often lacks clarity, especially in the Results & Discussion section.
2.Ensure all figures are embedded, high-resolution, and clearly labeled. Tables should be clean, titled, and numbered appropriately.
3.“anthelmintica” is inconsistently italicized botanical names should be italicized throughout.
4.“Antioxident” correct spelling is “antioxidant”
5.Units like “ppm,” “nm,” “nmol” need a non-breaking space from the value (e.g., “20 ppm,” not “20ppm”).
6.SEM shows ~21 nm, while XRD gives ~49 nm. Authors must explain this discrepancy (e.g., XRD estimates crystallite size, while SEM shows particle agglomerates).
7.“% DPPH radical scavenging of” redundant phrasing. Should be simplified.
8.Needs a final sentence on future applications or research directions.
9.Most references are cited well, but some are incomplete or outdated.
10.Overuse of passive voice and redundancy.
Reviewer's Comments B:
The manuscript presents a well-structured study on the green synthesis of silver nanoparticles (AgNPs) using Vernonia anthelmintica extract, demonstrating promising antimicrobial and antioxidant activities. However, several revisions are needed to strengthen the scientific rigor and clarity.

1.The introduction should more critically compare the current green synthesis method with previous approaches, explicitly highlighting the novelty and advantages of this work.
2.The chemical reduction mechanism involving the plant extract and silver ions should be described in detail, including potential oxidation-reduction reactions and key functional groups responsible for nanoparticle formation.
3.The SEM analysis requires clearer quantification of particle size distribution (minimum, maximum, and average sizes), preferably labeled directly on the images for better visualization.
4.All tested samples, including  reference materials and treated ones, should be systematically listed in a table within the experimental section to be better captured by readers.
5.The XRD raw data should be included as an image to support the crystallinity claims.
6.Beyond the observed color change, additional evidence should be provided to confirm the chemical reduction process and rule out mere physical mixing. The manuscript should clarify whether washing steps were performed to remove unreacted precursors, as this could impact the findings.
Reviewer's Comments C:
The article is strong in terms of structure, methodology, and results, and provides useful information on the green synthesis of silver nanoparticles with Vernonia anthelmintica plant extract. By correcting some minor points and adding comparisons with similar articles and discussing the mechanism of action, the scientific value of the article will be increased.

Suggested points for correction 
1.It would be better to explain more about the number of repetitions of experiments and sample size. 
2.Comparing the antimicrobial and antioxidant activity with the results of other studies can enrich the article. 
3.The possible mechanism of antimicrobial activity of silver nanoparticles can be added to the discussion.
