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1. Cellulose nanofibers were prepared by cellulose acetate electrospun deacetylation.
2. Several techniques were employed to characterize the cellulose based nanofibers, including MTT assay and cell attachment studies.
3. Cationic and anionic cellulose nanofibers are favorable for biomedical application due to their cytocompatibility, viability and proliferation of the scaffolds.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article “Evaluation of cellular attachment and proliferation on different surface charged functional cellulose electrospun nanofibers” is a comprehensive review of the use of cationic and anionic surface modified cellulose electrospun nanofibers for biomedical applications. The article provides detailed information on the fabrication and characterization of different surface charged cellulose electrospun scaffolds, as well as their cytocompatibility, viability and proliferation in cellular studies. The article is written in a clear and concise manner, making it easy to understand for readers with varying levels of knowledge about the topic. 
The article is generally reliable in its reporting, providing evidence to support its claims through various instrumental techniques used to characterize the nanofibers, as well as MTT assay and cell attachment studies carried out to determine the cytocompatibility, viability and proliferation of the scaffolds. However, there are some potential biases that should be noted when reading this article. For example, while the authors provide evidence for their claims regarding cationic and anionic surface modified cellulose electrospun nanofibers being favorable for biomedical applications, they do not explore any potential risks associated with these materials or discuss any possible counterarguments that could be made against them. Additionally, there is no mention of any other potential materials or methods that could be used instead of cationic and anionic surface modified cellulose electrospun nanofibers for biomedical applications. 
In conclusion, while this article provides a comprehensive overview of cationic and anionic surface modified cellulose electrospun nanofibers for biomedical applications, it does not explore any potential risks associated with these materials or discuss any possible counterarguments that could be made against them. Additionally, there is no mention of any other potential materials or methods that could be used instead of cationic and anionic surface modified cellulose electrospun nanofibers for biomedical applications.
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· Biomedical applications of nanofibers
· Alternative materials for biomedical applications
· Potential risks of cationic and anionic nanofibers
· Counterarguments against cationic and anionic nanofibers
· Characterization techniques for nanofibers
· Cell attachment and proliferation studies
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