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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	· It offers current data on mosquito species diversity, relative abundance, and their possible role in disease transmission in an area of high epidemiological significance.
· Understanding vector community structure and its consequences for disease dynamics is improved by using ecological variables like species richness and relative abundance.

· Furthermore, the identification of both beneficial predatory species and medically significant vectors provides information about ecological balance and possible biological control methods.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	  Yes
	

	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.


	· Your abstract is clear and relevant, It clearly states the study area, Mentions major genera (Culex, Aedes, Anopheles, Toxorhynchites), and connects findings to public health significance.

· Need to include about sampling method (e.g., CDC light trap, larval survey, man-hour collection), Study duration, Sample size and methodological of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in concept and interpretation,
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, Most of the references are from recent studies.
	

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


	· The article's language efficiently communicates complicated scientific concepts and is typically clear and intelligible.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· With a clear explanation of the importance of prominent genera like Anopheles, Culex, and Aedes, the debate skillfully combines ecological discoveries with public health relevance. The relationship between species abundance and the danger of disease transmission is explained logically and is backed by pertinent research.

· The discussion's scientific robustness would be further strengthened by adding a brief paragraph addressing study limitations (such as sample size and seasonal variations).
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 detail)
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