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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.


	It is essential to monitor shrimp pathologies during the farming period. The viral pathologies (WSSV included) have provoked several technical and economic problems in international shrimp farming. One of the control tools is to analyse the shrimp before farming them. PCR is a modern tool for monitoring. PCR helps to zone the disease extension in the area interested in appropriate virus monitoring.  The result of this type of study could have useful practical applications in farming to control the WSSV. Thus, the study could develop a monitoring practice for shrimp viral diseases. It could be interesting to diffuse the result to the interested fish farmers association.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	For me it is OK
	

	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 sampling system (and other important points) must be qualified and located in detail or referred to the map in Annexe for example. The same for the other key points. The reader can go directly to the article's important points.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The ideas in the methodology is appropriate, and acronyms must be specified (a list of acronyms could be done in case),  but there need to be some more details on sampling (Chapter 2.1):
· Describe in detail the number of samples (one sample 1 shrimp? This is not clear for me) and why this number of samples for this scientific study. “440 shrimp samples were collected from different sources which include aquaculture farms (344), imported (87) and landing center (9) screened” ? I do not understand and must be scientifically justified.
· Describe in detail the sampling plan and the related procedure from collection point to the laboratory

· It is interesting to have a representative sample in every location (farm, imported batch, crab, …)
· The number of crabs is not clear to me and must justify the sampling above

· Every source of sample (aquaculture, imported, landing center) has different procedures and must be well-defined and referenced
· The sampling plan can have references from other similar studies
The sampling was not well described to me 
Chapter 2. 2Extraction of viral DNA:  need references or validation of new methods (more difficult), kit must be with the website
Chapters 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 refer to the type and trademark of a machine ( Veriti Thermal Cycler - Applied Biosystems, USA ? reference and number) and the kind of reactive used. The methodology must be cited and also in case of own internally validated and cited. All in an annex in case. Pictures could be good.
Chapter 3 shellfish sample = shrimp and crab samples?
Every point of discussion must be in the conclusion chapter.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient but must be from 5 to a maximum 10 years old. For a hard scientific article like this one must be as recent as possible. The large majority of the references in this article are too old in my opinion. Reference must be complete and detailed at the end of every page (this is my preferred option), in case all must be at the end (now there are not all at the end)
	

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


	Yes I understand 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The concept is actual, the idea is good, the methodology needs more details and some scientific justification. The sampling procedure is the basis for scientific articles. The CPR machine (its location) and the calibration and their procedures must be cited, and laboratory accreditation (internal or third party)  must be specified and justified. The conclusion must  refer to the different points of the paper.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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