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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.


	Accurate diagnosis of Rice stripe necrosis virus (RSNV) in Burkina Faso is vital to distinguish it from other rice diseases, guide surveillance, and implement effective management since the virus persists in soil via its vector Polymyxa graminis. Studying the genetic diversity of RSNV helps update diagnostic tools, track virus origins and spread, and supports breeding programs for durable resistance against local variants.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	NA
	

	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 has many grammatical and syntactical mistakes, which are marked in the manuscript.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	NA
	

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


	Repetition of words, along with grammatical and sentence-structure errors, are observed in multiple places in the manuscript. I recommend that the authors review the comments in the main manuscript- reviewed and revise the sentences accordingly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Section 1.1 needs a clearer statement of the number of samples collected and their exact coordinates.
2. The description in Section 1.2 should be expanded to include the RNA extraction method, concentrations obtained, and the amounts utilized in the experiments.

3. Details of the reverse transcription in Section 1.3.1 are insufficient and should be expanded.

4. The other necessary corrections have been indicated in the reviewed main manuscript. I suggest the authors to go through the comments and correct accordingly.
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