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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 addresses an important issue in public health and vector control by evaluating the larvicidal and adult emergence inhibition effects of plant extracts against Culex molestus. Given the growing concerns about insecticide resistance and environmental safety, research into plant-based alternatives is highly valuable. The findings provide supportive evidence for the potential use of Eucalyptus globulus and Myrtus communis as natural control agents. Such studies contribute to the broader scientific community by exploring eco-friendly tools for mosquito management
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
The current title is informative but slightly long and could be made clearer. A suggested alternative could be:
“Larvicidal and Adult Emergence Inhibition Effects of Eucalyptus globulus and Myrtus communis Leaf Extracts on Culex molestus (Diptera: Culicidae)
	

	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 comprehensive in presenting the background, methods, and results. However, it is lengthy and contains unnecessary repetition. I recommend shortening sentences and focusing on the most significant findings, such as the concentrations that achieved 100% mortality or inhibition. Additionally, the conclusion should be added as one or more sentense/s.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with appropriate experimental design and statistical analyses. However, some sections require improved organization.
· Please provide a clearer explanation in the Introduction regarding the medical importance of Culex molestus and the rationale for conducting this study on this species.
·  In addition, the Introduction should not begin with the abbreviated genus name (Cx.). The full genus name (Culex molestus) should be written out at first.
·  In the Methods, I recommend renaming the subsection “Diagnosis of the Insect” to “Mosquito identification.” 
· Additionally, the description of how aqueous and hexane leaf extracts were prepared should be expanded to include precise details.
· The Results are lengthy narrative descriptions often repeat information already presented in tables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
The references include both older and more recent works, but many are outdated (some from the 1970s–1990s). I recommend adding more recent references (past 5–10 years) on plant-based mosquito control and botanical insecticides to increase the relevance and scientific value of the paper.
	

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

	
The English language is understandable but it seems not fully suitable for scholarly communication. A language review is recommended.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
-


	






	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No obvious ethical issues are present, as the study involves plant extracts and mosquito larvae, without human or vertebrate subjects.
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