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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.


	In the region of Essien Udim LGA, Nigeria, where the prevalence of filariasis and malaria is high, this publication offers important baseline entomological data on the species composition, abundance, distribution, and diversity of mosquitoes.  Planning successful vector control operations and estimating the risk of disease transmission require an understanding of the local mosquito fauna.  For vector monitoring programs in sub-Saharan Africa, the work adds to our understanding of the seasonal and regional variations of important vector species, such as Culex pipiens and Anopheles spp.  The results also point to possible directions for future studies on the transmission of filarial and arboviral diseases in the area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	It seems to be somewhat long and this title is suggested: Species Composition, Abundance, and Diversity of Mosquitoes (Culicidae) in Akwa Ibom State, Nigeria.
	

	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.


	No comment, it is comprehensive. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, providing reliable field data and analysis using standard indices (Shannon, Simpson, dominance). However, please clarify on these points on the text (Discussion section):

· The use of CDC light traps alone may underestimate diurnal species like Aedes aegypti.

· Consider discussing the limitation of not using larval surveys or alternative trapping methods for comprehensive species assessment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references seems excessive and could be reduced. Additionally, the authors may consider discussing alternative methods that have been used to study mosquito species diversity in different regions worldwide. For instance, the spray sheet collection (total catch) method for adult mosquitoes is commonly employed in entomological surveys.

The following articles are recommended for further reading:

- Nejati J, Zaim M, Vatandoost H, Moosa-Kazemi SH, Bueno-Marí R, Azari-Hamidian S, et al. Employing different traps for collection of mosquitoes and detection of dengue, Chikungunya and Zika vector, Aedes albopictus, in borderline of Iran and Pakistan. Journal of Arthropod-Borne Diseases. 2020 Dec 31;14(4):376.

- Nejati J, Saghafipour A, Vatandoost H, Moosa-Kazemi SH, Motevalli Haghi A, Sanei-Dehkordi A. Bionomics of Anopheles subpictus (Diptera: Culicidae) in a malaria endemic area, Southeastern Iran. Journal of Medical Entomology. 2018 Aug 29;55(5):1182-7.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable and readable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript does not discuss the potential impact of environmental or anthropogenic changesin the study area, which could enhance the discussion.

The MeSH keywords are not standardized and should be revised.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Ethical Approval ‎has been mentioned in the text. However ethical considerations were addressed and no major ethical issues are apparent.
	


Reviewer details:

Jalil Nejati, Zahedan University of Medical Sciences, Iran
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


