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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 contributes significantly to understanding how environmental and climatic variables influence malaria transmission dynamics in Mizoram, India—an endemic region of great epidemiological concern. By integrating remote sensing and GIS tools, the study demonstrates a multidisciplinary approach that merges geography, environmental science, and epidemiology. Such spatial analyses provide valuable insights for public health policymakers to design targeted malaria control programs. Moreover, the study adds important empirical evidence to the growing field of climate-sensitive disease surveillance in South Asia, with global relevance for vector-borne disease monitoring.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the study’s scope, methodology, and geographical focus.
	

	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 is comprehensive and summarizes the study’s objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, it can be improved by:

Adding a clear objective statement at the beginning (e.g., “This study aims to identify potential breeding habitats of Anopheles vectors…”).

Summarizing the quantitative findings more concisely (e.g., NDVI, NDWI, and NDMI values associated with high-risk zones).

Simplifying long sentences to improve readability.

Otherwise, the abstract effectively highlights the relevance of GIS and remote sensing for malaria hotspot analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and demonstrates a well-structured methodology. The integration of NDVI, NDWI, NDMI, PCA, and LST indices is appropriate for assessing environmental risk factors influencing vector habitats. However, some methodological aspects, such as data resolution, validation procedures, and the specific model used for prediction, could be elaborated further for reproducibility. The discussion aligns with previous studies and effectively connects spatial findings to malaria transmission mechanisms.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and mostly recent, with several from 2023–2025, which strengthens the scientific validity. Nevertheless, including a few global references on GIS-based malaria modeling (e.g., studies from Africa or Southeast Asia) would enhance the comparative value. All references are properly formatted and relevant to the topic.
	

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


	The manuscript is well-written but could benefit from minor linguistic editing. Some sentences are overly long and complex; simplifying them would improve clarity and flow. Overall, the English quality is suitable for scholarly communication and understandable to a global audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures are informative, but the captions are repeated—only one caption per figure should be kept.

The “Study Area” section could benefit from a brief description of socio-economic factors influencing malaria vulnerability.

The “Conclusion” is comprehensive but could include specific policy implications or future research directions.

Adding a limitations paragraph (e.g., lack of field validation or temporal resolution constraints) would make the paper stronger.
Recommendation: Minor Revision (The paper is strong and can be accepted after small linguistic and structural refinements.)
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Normurod Latipov, Navoi State University, Uzbekistan

