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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 paper offers a great insight to plant pathology especially in virology field to help scientist employ the readily available and easier method to identify virus i.e CMV by the use of molecular technique PCR or ELISA. In addition, it adds value to the agricultural field by showing how vulnerable the plants are to virus. However, to improve the quality of the paper, the following issues would be worth addressing
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is okay but would remove ‘comprehensive’ because I do not think the methods/techniques were molecularly comprehensively done at this level. 
	

	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.


	Since the author/s use disease incidence, would be good to mention the incidence rate, is it 0-10? based on the number of plants and mention the biological/technical replicates used in the DA-ELISA they did
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the paper overall is good but would be good to have 25-30 references to show that, the author/s indeed have a thorough understanding of the topic. Would be advisable to add more on introduction on statistical literature mentioning how CMV affect pepper and their vulnerability. Also, would be good to put more citation to expand on the conclusions and discussion which would back up your findings and its essentiality and why there’s indeed a need to have these detections/technique and why your methods is the best and greatly contribute to  the field
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Material and methods section

The author needs to define a word before writing their abbreviation/s, for instance RNA, PCR, cDNA, DAS-ELISA, RT-PCR (are you talking about reverse transcription-qualitative polymerase reaction?) and many more.
The author/s should mention the number of observations or the plants involved in this study, and out of those how many were sick and healthy to come up with the disease incidence ratings. 
The author/s need to describe how they did their disease incidence rating and how they came up with disease incidence in percentage because it’s not clear
Would be advisable for the author/s to expand on how you made the 1.2% agarose gel or mention the manufacturers name
Results section

The authors need to describe the figures and tables in details. Anything on the figure/table should be describe, is not good to assume that, the reader/s have the understanding of the content e.g. figure 4; what the heatmap mean? and what does those different colors mean? What is 100%, red arrow, IA, IB, and II on the tree mean? And what is the scale bar ranging from 0.60-0.00 mean?
For Fig 2/3- does those bands represent the strains obtained from fig 4? If that’s true, would be good to mention that and integrate them with fig4 instead of having them separates
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