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	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 is of significant importance to the scientific community as it provides comprehensive insights into the genotyping and geographical origins of White Spot Syndrome Virus (WSSV) in shrimp aquaculture. the study offers valuable data for tracing virus entry routes and understanding the distribution patterns of WSSV genotypes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study's objectives and findings, but it could benefit from a few adjustments to make it more comprehensive. Here are some suggestions for improvement:

Please Include the aim of the study: The abstract should clearly state the main aim or objective of the research. 

Please highlight the methods used: While the abstract briefly mentions PCR and sequencing, it would be helpful to provide more details on the methods used for genotyping and analyzing the VNTR loci. This adds clarity to how the study was conducted.

Please mention key findings: The abstract should summarize the key findings, such as the prevalence of different WSSV genotypes and their geographical origins. This gives readers a quick insight into the study's main results.

Please discuss the significance of the findings: Emphasize the importance of the study's findings for the shrimp farming industry and the broader scientific community. This highlights the study's impact and relevance.

Please clarify the sample sources: It would be useful to specify the different sources of the shrimp samples in the abstract, such as aquaculture farms, landing centers, and imported frozen shrimp.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It follows standard protocols for genotyping using VNTR analysis, PCR amplification, and sequencing. The findings are consistent with previous research in the field, and the methodology is well-documented. However, it is essential for the manuscript to undergo peer review by experts in the field to ensure the accuracy, validity, and reliability of the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript seem to be relevant and cover key studies on White Spot Syndrome Virus (WSSV) genotyping and epidemiology. However, it would be beneficial to include more recent studies to ensure the most up-to-date information is being considered. Here are a few additional references that could be added:

Global distribution of white spot syndrome virus genotypes determined using a novel genotyping assay.

Evolutionary genomics of white spot syndrome virus.
Comparative genomic analysis of three white spot syndrome virus isolates of different virulence

	

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


	The language and English quality of the article appear to be generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript uses appropriate technical terms and follows a clear and concise structure. However, it would benefit from a thorough review to ensure there are no grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, or inconsistencies
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