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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 tackles the important issue of malaria control in a resource-limited setting. Investigating readily available insecticides is highly relevant for practical, community-level vector management. However, the study's extremely limited scope and significant methodological flaws greatly reduce its potential impact. The findings, based on a single room and a misapplication of IRS protocol, cannot provide reliable or generalizable conclusions for the broader scientific community
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should be: 
A Rapid Assessment of a Commercial Insecticide Spray for Immediate Control of Indoor Mosquitoes in a Student Hostel
The title, "MALARIA VECTOR CONTROL BY INDOOR SPRAYING WITH COMMONLY AVAILABLE SYNTHETIC INSECTICIDE," is misleading because the method described in the paper is not Indoor Residual Spraying (IRS). IRS is defined by the WHO as the application of a long-acting insecticide to surfaces that provides a residual effect for months. This study describes a one-time space spray or knockdown spray with no demonstrated residual effect.
	

	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 is looking good but please elaborate following section in abstract section: 
1: Background

2: Method

3: Result

4: Conclusion
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study misapplies the term "Indoor Residual Spraying" (IRS) to a one-time space spray, invalidating its core premise. The extremely limited sample size (one room, one night) and lack of a proper methodology prevent any reliable or generalizable conclusions. Claims about effectiveness are unsupported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but not entirely recent. While the authors cite several key WHO guidelines and historical studies, the review would be strengthened by including more recent research, particularly from the last five years (2019-2024), to demonstrate an up-to-date understanding of the field.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript requires major revisions. The most critical issue is the misapplication of the term "Indoor Residual Spraying" (IRS) for a one-time space spray, which invalidates the core premise. The extremely limited sample size (a single room) cannot support the calculated metrics or the broad conclusions about effectiveness. The language is generally clear but needs minor editing for formal academic tone.
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