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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 document is important to the scientific community as it compiles and critically analyzes current advances in the application of machine learning for forecasting malaria transmission dynamics. By synthesizing evidence from multiple studies, it highlights the potential of ML models to improve outbreak forecasting, enhance early warning systems, and guide targeted interventions in malaria-endemic regions. The review also addresses key challenges such as data quality, computational limitations, and model interpretability, which are crucial for translating research into policy and practice. Its emphasis on explainable AI and integration of climatic, environmental, and epidemiological data provides a forward-looking framework for researchers, public health practitioners, and policymakers working toward malaria elimination.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title
	Yes, the current title, “Machine Learning Model for Predicting Malaria Transmission Dynamics”, is proper as it is concise, clear, and perfectly reflects the study’s scope.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is normally comprehensive, presenting the background, objectives, methods, main findings, and future recommendations in a clear mode.

For improvement:

· Concisely mention the scope of the review (e.g., number of studies analyzed or time frame covered) to give readers immediate context.

· Specify that the study uses a systematic review methodology to make the research approach strong from the outset.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It presents a well-structured and logically coherent synthesis of existing literature on machine learning applications for malaria transmission prediction. The methodology for the systematic review is clearly described, the inclusion and exclusion criteria are appropriate, and the discussion accurately reflects the findings from cited studies. The conclusions drawn are consistent with the evidence presented, and the manuscript appropriately addresses both the potential benefits and the limitations of ML-based approaches. Minor improvements could be made by linking certain statements more explicitly to their corresponding references and by providing additional examples of practical implementation in real-world public health programs.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and mostly recent, with the majority published within the last 5 years. But it needs additions which would broaden the theoretical background and strengthen the link between ML methodology and its application in public health.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally well-written, clear, and uses appropriate academic terminology. Sentence structures are varied, and technical terms are used correctly. Minor improvements could be made by tightening some long sentences, ensuring consistent tense use, and occasionally simplifying complex phrasing for better readability. Overall, the writing meets the standards expected for publication in a peer-reviewed journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-prepared and appropriate manuscript that addresses an important intersection between public health and machine learning.
Recommendation: Minor Revision – The manuscript is well-prepared, but would benefit from minor explanations in the abstract, slight rearrangement of certain discussion sections, and improved linkage between outcomes and practical implications.
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