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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 (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 is of great significance to the scientific community as it provides a detailed and integrative summary of arena virus diversity, complexity of reservoirs and the pathogenic mechanisms behind new world hemorrhagic fevers. By merging virology, ecology, phylogenetics and a one health approach, it enhances the understanding of zoonotic spill over, adaption of hosts, and strategies for evading the immune response that lead to severe disease in humans. This review article explore the key gaps in knowledge related to surveillance, identification of reservoirs and understanding pathogenesis especially in regions like south America and brazil.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and clearly represents the scope of the paper. However, title is lengthy and might be made more concise. Clarifying the concentration on New World arenaviruses and hemorrhagic fevers could improve precision and readability.
The suggested title is: New World Arenaviruses: Host Reservoirs, Viral Diversity and Pathogenic Mechanisms.
	

	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 current abstract is not in journal required format (find link and restructured : https://www.journalmrji.com/index.php/MRJI/about/submissions)

The abstract is primarily a list of elements (diseases, agents and hosts etc) rather than a unified description. It lacks a clear explanation of aim, methodology (eg. Scope of review), important findings and a concluding message highlights the significance of the review. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript provides accurate information on Arenaviridae, their hosts, epidemiology and related hemorrhagic fevers, and it is generally accurate from a scientific standpoint. For instance, it is accurate and supported to say that old world arenaviruses are linked to Murinae rodents and New world arenaviruses to Sigmodontinae rodents. In similar vein, reports of Sabia virus cases in Brazil are correct. The  pathogenesis sections claim that generalized infection differ from each viral species with differentiated immunological response, destruction of T cells of infection cells in the central nervous system needs to be clarified or improved . The phrase pathogenesis varies by virus species, often involving immune modulation, vascular endothelial dysfunction and in some cases CNS involvement leading to hemorrhagic manifestations would be more accurate, Virus evolution: clade B and clade C recombination is mentioned in the manuscript without referencing.
Over all, the manuscript is scientifically accurate but pathogenesis and recombination claims need clarification or references to strengthen credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a large number of references that cover classic works on arenaviruses as well as foundational studies. Nevertheless a large number of references are more than ten years old and recent developments in arenavirus molecular biology, epidemiology, vaccine development and one health approaches are underrepresented. The author should include more recent high impact article to explore and strengthen the manuscript particularly on emerging arenavirus, host ecology and zoonotic risk. Please follow link: 

· https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC10057967/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
· https://www.mdpi.com/2076-2607/13/6/1358?utm_source=chatgpt.com
· https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/microbiology/articles/10.3389/fmicb.2024.1382953/full?utm_source=chatgpt.com
· https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s12866-024-03257-w?utm_source=chatgpt.com

	

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


	I recommend careful proofreading, simplification of long sentences and standardization of terminology. Use of professional editing or grammar tools would improve clarity, flow and overall readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides valuable information on arenaviruses and hemorrhagic fevers; however it doesnot fully adhere to the journal formatting and citation guidelines. References are inconsistently formatted with variations in punctuation, journal name, DOI presentation and capitalization. Some citations are outdated while recent relevant studies could be added to strengthen the manuscript.
I strongly recommend carefully following the journal author guidelines for reference style, in-text citation format, and overall manuscript structure.

Minor language improvements and formatting should enhance readability and professional presentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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