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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Results section

The authors should find more reasons to explain why the infested plants of some varieties
and their control or other control plants of other varieties.

Did the authors come across the possibility of some varieties being “non-hosts” to certain
viruses or other pathogens? In a situation where some varieties are non-hosts, there will be
very little to choose between the infested plants and the control.

Discussion section

Lines 181-183: “......The Chili pepper showed to be [iSICISERSIBIE to PVMV infection
compared to the others varieties of pepper.....” the highlighted word should be “ more
sensitive”

Thank you for considering our manuscript and for valuable criticism and
suggestions; this will considerably strengthen the manuscript. We have
made a point by point reply and changes from the original manuscript
have been highlighted in yellow in the revised version.

The primary hosts of PVMV are sweet and hot peppers (Capsicum
annum and C frutescens, etc.).

In this study we used C. annum varieties of the infection tests. Also, the
Elisa test and the presence of the disease symptoms confirmed the
infection of the three varieties used.

The suggestions of the reviewer have been taken account.

Minor REVISION comments

The authors should use only one referencing style. At the introduction section, the authors
used a combination of “numbering citation” and “full name citation” of some
references. See lines 20-22.

The suggestions of the reviewer have been taken account.

Optional/General comments

This is a very informative paper, well written and contains relevant insight into the
antioxidant activities of pepper in response to infection by virus.

However, the authors need to revise some of the statements and support some of the
categorical statements with literature or earlier studies.
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