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	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.


	The manuscript addresses a critical public health concern—malaria transmission—by integrating GIS and remote sensing to analyze the environmental determinants in a hyper-endemic region of Northeast India. It contributes significantly to spatial epidemiology and vector-borne disease surveillance. The detailed use of NDVI, NDWI, NDMI, PCA, and LULC provides insights that are crucial for predictive modeling and targeted interventions, especially in ecologically sensitive areas like Tripura. These findings are valuable for both local policy implementation and broader academic discourse on environment-health interlinkages.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but should be refined for clarity and conciseness.

Suggested Title:

“Geospatial Analysis of Longitudinal Trends and Environmental Determinants of Malaria Plasmodium falciparum Prevalence in Tripura, India”
	

	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.


	Generally comprehensive, but has minor grammatical issues and some redundancy.

Suggestions:

· Remove repeated terms (e.g., “NDVI, NDWI, NDMI” mentioned multiple times).

· Focus more on findings than listing all variables.

· Improve flow by avoiding repetition of “was employed/used” several times.

Example revision start:

“Malaria remains a public health challenge in Tripura, Northeast India, where favorable environmental conditions support year-round transmission. This study analyzes the longitudinal trend of Plasmodium falciparum (Pf) prevalence from 2010–2024 using integrated remote sensing and GIS, focusing on NDVI, NDWI, and NDMI indices…”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate.

The use of Landsat imagery, GIS analysis, and statistical techniques such as PCA is appropriate. The longitudinal and spatial correlation of environmental variables with malaria incidence is well-executed. However, further explanation of validation steps (e.g., how hotspot maps were verified) would strengthen rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but can be improved.

· Most references are relevant and recent (2021–2024), but there is over-reliance on a few authors, especially Palaniyandi.

· Suggested additions:

· WHO World Malaria Report 2023

· More studies on malaria-ecology relationships from other Indian or Southeast Asian regions (for comparative context)
	

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


	Needs minor to moderate editing.

· The paper is understandable but contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward constructions, and redundancies.

· Suggested revision with professional proofreading or language editing service to improve scholarly tone and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures should be consistently labeled and captioned; currently some figures are repeated, e.g., "Fig.1" appears twice.

· It is unclear whether the methodology includes any validation metrics for remote sensing outputs or hotspot analysis.

· The ethical statement and disclaimer about AI is appreciated.
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