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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript is highly significant for the advancement of knowledge and have a strong substantial relevance for the region in which the research was conducted, as it directly pertains to a key local product. Please put the high incidence of vector-borne disease, particularly in introduction. This study offers valuable insights not only for India specifically but also for the global community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title has been appropriately written and effectively represents the content of the manuscript.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section?
Please write your suggestions here.
	The abstract has been well-structured
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has been written in accordance with appropriate academic standards and provides valuable contributions to the advancement and development of knowledge. All aspects of the manuscript are acceptable from a scientific perspective.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional
references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are good, but 34% of the references used are references from less than the last 10 years, so it is recommended to use more recent references. But all 34% references use properly and has benefit for manuscript structure.
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language used is very good.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	






Reviewer details:

Dewi Damayanti Abdul Karim, M.S.Farm, Sumatera Institute of Technology, Indonesia




