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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It is accurate, reflecting the study's scope (characterization), the disease (swollen shoot), the type of plots (rehabilitated), and the specific study locations (Gbazoa, Amaragui and Liliyo).
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. It includes the objectives, methodology (quarterly data collection, GPS, visual observation), key results (highest prevalence/severity in grafted trees on old orchards, localized spread), and the conclusion/application of results (need for strict replanting regulations and early detection tools). No additions or deletions are suggested.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology for calculating epidemiological parameters (Prevalence, Incidence, and Severity Index) is explicitly stated using established formulas by Kranz (1988) and modified scales by Padi (2013). The discussion correctly links high infection rates to factors like non-compliance with barrier crop regulations, proximity to infected farms, and the presence of alternative CSSV host plants.
	

	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 mostly relevant, with many sources dating from 2011 to 2024. They cover key aspects like CSSVD symptoms, control methods, epidemiology, alternative hosts, and tolerance breeding. Additional references could further strengthen the discussion on the transmission of the virus via grafting tools.

	

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


	Yes, the language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communications. The terminology is precise (e.g., prevalence, incidence, severity, epidemiological parameters). A professional language review or light copy-editing is suggested to ensure consistent academic tone and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study successfully characterized the spatial spread, showing newly infected trees predominantly cluster near existing foci, which is crucial for refining the cut-out and replanting strategy. The significant finding of high disease parameters in GVV and RPG plots compared to RPH plots, potentially due to grafting and varying tolerance levels, provides valuable data for future rehabilitation efforts.
· "Please ensure that the three innovative rehabilitation technologies (GVV, RPG, RPH) are clearly defined and described in the 'Methods' section for reader comprehension."
· "We concur with the reviewer that a light copy-editing is necessary to improve the overall flow and grammatical precision, particularly in the 'Discussion' section, before final acceptance."

· "Given the significant differences in incidence across the technologies (as indicated by the ANOVA test p=1.6×10−4), please expand the discussion on the potential reasons for the RPH technology's comparatively lower disease parameters."

· "The maps (Figures 4, 5, 6) are crucial for showing the spatial spread. Please ensure all map labels, including the legend (Légende), are translated fully into English."

· "The manuscript is accepted pending Minor Revisions.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment

· 
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No 
	


Reviewer details:

MOUSSAOUI Abdelouahab, Algeria

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


