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	PART  1: Review Comments



	
	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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. 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 manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	Nanotechnology is a rapidly advancing field with significant potential in areas such as biotechnology, medicine, and environmental cleanup. As nanotechnology continues to evolve, the synergy between nanomaterials and encapsulated bacteria holds great promise for revolutionizing fields such as medicine, biotechnology, and environmental science.
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Yes, it is a narrative review. 
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	Minor REVISION comments

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


	No, it needs grammatically revision. 

	

	Optional/General comments


	The arrangement of references in the text is not correct and requires correction. (The word "Nanotechnology - terminology and definitions for the “nano-objects", i.e. Nanoparticle, nanofiber and nanoplate" (40) depends on a particular structure at the nanoscale, which is often defined as 100 nanometers (100 millionths of a millimeter or 100 billionths of a meter) or less. It encompasses materials with incredibly microscopic structures as well as gadgets or systems created by manipulating individual atoms or molecules.(1)(3)One of the most intriguing examples of nanotechnology in the ancient world was presented by the Romans in the fourth century AD, who employed nanoparticles and structures. One of the most remarkable accomplishments in the ancient glass industry is the Lycurgus cup, which is part of the British Museum collection (1)(39).
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