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	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 offers important insights into the green synthesis of silver nanoparticles (AgNPs) using Azadirachta indica leaf extract. It also assesses their effectiveness against Aedes aegypti larvae. This work is significant because it tackles a pressing public health issue, mosquito-borne diseases, and suggests an environmentally friendly alternative to synthetic insecticides. It adds to the existing research on plant-mediated nanoparticle synthesis and shows notable effectiveness against larvae at low concentrations. This could have real-world applications for vector management programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and shows the main content of the study. However, you could think about a more specific title that emphasizes the green synthesis and comparison of effectiveness
	

	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 discusses the background, methods, results, and conclusion in a clear way. One small improvement would be to briefly mention the statistical analysis used. It should also explicitly state the benefits of AgNPs compared to neem extract regarding LC₅₀ values.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design seems solid. It includes triplicate experiments, suitable controls, and well-known characterization techniques like UV-Vis, DLS, TEM, SEM, and FTIR. The larvicidal bioassay follows WHO protocols. The data presentation is clear, and the results back the conclusions. However, some minor inconsistencies in reporting nanoparticle size between TEM and DLS need clarification.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes relevant and recent references up to 2023. However, consider adding a few more recent works from 2024 on nanoparticle biosynthesis for mosquito control to improve the discussion.
	

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


	The manuscript is mostly well-written. However, it contains some grammatical errors, long sentences, and inconsistent use of tense. Making minor language edits will improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures provide information, but they could be arranged more compactly to save space. Make sure all units, such as ppm and nm, use a consistent style. Think about including a brief section on the possible environmental effects and biosafety issues of AgNPs in field applications.
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