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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

The author is directed again to go through the manuscript so that it will present a
nice piece of write-up.

This is a study on an important subject, and implementing it in honorable way, which
is too hard to proceed. | do encourage you to proceed but the presentation requires
much more improvement.

Abstract: The abstract is reporting a good details, but there are some important parts

missing: (1) provide a shore background explaining which gap in knowledge the study
intends to fill, (2) state where (place) and when (year) the study was conducted.
Introduction: The introduction is overall too general. It is needed to express (1) the gaps in
current knowledge that led to the set up of the performed study and (2) the basis in current
knowledge that led to the study design. While it is clear why to study, there is no
explanation of why the certain transmission methods of vectors were chosen.

Material & Methods: where (place) and when (year) the study was conducted; and
statistical part are also missing

Result and Discussion: Results described in a good manner. The discussion should not
repeat the results; Citations should be given in support of the findings.

P is always italicized and capitalized and Correct expression: (P = .05).

Discussion: Rewrite with result for better understanding.

Conclusion: Give names and contents or compositions which you recorded during study.
References: Rewrite according to journal format

Like this some corrections recorded in manuscript. For more comments please see
the manuscript. | can’t put here.

Minor REVISION comments

A few which are reflected in the manuscript

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment IAuthor’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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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