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	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 study is of great importance to the scientific community as it compiles robust, up-to-date evidence on novel vector control strategies to combat increasing resistance to insecticides. It provides a clear comparative assessment of biological, genetic, and technological approaches that have proven relevant to public health. These findings offer valuable guidance to researchers and policymakers to strengthen integrated vector management and inform future disease control strategies.
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	Yes, the title is appropriate because it is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the purpose and methodology of the study.
	

	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, this abstract is comprehensive and well-structured; it clearly covers the background, objectives, methods, key findings, and conclusions. It effectively highlights the public health significance and summarizes the comparative effectiveness of various novel vector control strategies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this research paper is scientifically sound and follows a rigorous methodology. The study adheres to the PRISMA 2020 guidelines, employs appropriate risk of bias and evidence certainty assessments, and accurately interprets the findings within the limitations of the available data.
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	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and up-to-date. Most references are from high-quality, peer-reviewed journals published in the last 5–7 years, including several from 2024–2025.
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	Yes, the language and English quality of this research paper are suitable for academic communication. The writing style is clear, formal, well-structured, uses appropriate scientific terminology, and has a logical flow. Only minor proofreading may be needed for consistency and conciseness, but no major language revisions are required.
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