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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 article provides information on the prevalence and diversity of G3 RV, which may be useful for monitoring vaccine impact as well as changes in epidemiology of G3 rotavirus strain. The results offer new knowledge potentially relevant to promoting public health measures, enhancing vaccination programs and advancing investigations on rotavirus evolution and genotype distribution. The fact that the study reveals such heterogeneities at local level and possible loss of vaccine effectiveness makes it highly relevant to both scientists and public health policy makers.
	

	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 ought to be written in a way so that it reflects the main findings of the study. No abbreviations are to be used in the Abstract. In addition, the abstract should provide some trace that why and how this problem studied by authors in their article is important.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study methodology is acceptable and the findings are encouraging. Nevertheless, the manuscript needs to provide some evidence, especially RT-PCR and PAGE examination results to support this conclusion. The Materials and Methods section should also be supported with more cited references for the techniques used. The Discussion and Conclusion sections were weak and need to be re-written academically to articulate the salience/ significance of this research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	One or more of the references cited in the manuscript are aged and not up to date, there is need for improved results. The present references give background, and more recent publications would better support the context of method and discussion. We suggest that the authors add recent references on rotavirus G3 genotype and vaccine studies in South Africa.
	

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


	The quality of language in the manuscript is fair. That’s OK though, some of the sentences I think need to be refined, grammatically & academically. Better phrasing, sentence structure and consistency would improve readability, and render the article more appropriate for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has several issues of methodology and format that must be carefully revised.

1. Tables must be adapted to the style and labeling requirements of the journal.

2. Abbreviations should be defined the first time they appear and used consistently thereafter.

3. The ending is requires revising to help emphasize the punch line of the paper.

4. The sampling time is not the same in all parts of the document, make sure to be consistent throughout your paper.

5. The figures of RT-PCR and PAGE results are not available and need to be included to support the molecular observation.

6. The whole language and structure of the text should be worked on for accuracy of academic writing.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail) 

NO


	


Reviewer details:

Nisreen Kaddim Radi, University of Babylon, Iraq

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


