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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The manuscript presents a novel and intriguing approach by exploring the potential of a cell-based anti-mosquito vaccine derived from Malpighian tubules, which represents an innovative direction in vector control strategies. This study contributes to the scientific community by providing early evidence that immunization of hosts can reduce mosquito survival, potentially interrupting disease transmission cycles, there are several areas that require correction. Please review the manuscript carefully for grammatical errors, inconsistent tense usage, and improper phrasing. Some figures need clearer labeling and legends, and the text would benefit from improved organization and clarity, particularly in the methods and results sections.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Development of Anti-Mosquito Vaccine from Malpighian Tubules of Culex Mosquito in Mice Model," is generally informative but could be improved for clarity, conciseness, and scientific style. Suggested Title:
"Evaluation of a Cell-Based Anti-Mosquito Vaccine Derived from Malpighian Tubules of Culex Mosquitoes in a Mouse Model"

	

	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 of the article is fairly comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the study's background, objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, it can be improved for clarity, conciseness, and scientific flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference write recent and according to journal requirement 
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically grounded but requires improvement in experimental robustness, data interpretation, and technical clarity to meet higher scientific standards. However, several areas require correction. Please review the manuscript carefully for grammatical errors, inconsistent tense usage, and improper phrasing. Some figures need clearer labeling and legends, and the text would benefit from improved organization and clarity, particularly in the methods and results sections. Also, kindly ensure that all references are formatted consistently and completely. Addressing these corrections will significantly enhance the overall quality of the manuscript.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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