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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 topic is of great importance as it clarifies that insects are the main vectors of diseases, so they must be eradicated. It also identifies the most prevalent type of insect so that it can be dealt with scientifically.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	the title of the article is suitable
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the manuscript scientifically is  correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the references  are sufficient and recent
	

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


	the language/English quality of the article is suitable But these words need correction (faeces,

diarrhoeal and harbour)
	.

	Optional/General comments


	1- The researcher should state the research objective at the end of the introduction.

2- The researcher should mention some previous studies that addressed this topic in the introduction.

3- Many of the introductory paragraphs lack references.

4- The researcher should shorten the data analysis section.

5- The title of the first table contains a repetition of the word(sites)

6- The researcher must compare his results with the results of previous researchers on the same topic.

7- The researcher should leave a space for the word at the beginning of each word.

8- The researcher must add titles to the columns in the tables.

9- For the value of (p < 0.001) is written as follows (p=0.001)

10- Table 2 does not contain a value p value 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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