
	

	Journal Name:
	BIONATURE

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BN_2156

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Molecular Forensics of an Enigmatic Egg: Species Identification Using Mitochondrial DNA Barcoding

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article: 


	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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it demonstrates the effective use of mitochondrial DNA barcoding for species identification. It promotes the application of modern molecular techniques in ecological and forensic research, which aids in better understanding and conservation of biodiversity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This Original article title is very interesting and based on cutting-edge research . A mysterious egg has been identified to its species through molecular forensics. The title is great and doses not need to be changed. 
	

	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.


	This abstract is fully consistent with the topic and title. There is no need to add or remove any information, as all key points are clearly, comprehensively, and thoroughly presented.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is fully prepared according to scientific standards. The introduction provides a comprehensive explanation with complete references. The Materials and Methods section thoroughly describes sample collection and handling, DNA extraction, agarose gel electrophoresis for DNA quality assessment, PCR amplification, and sequencing quality control based on solid scientific principles. The Results section clearly and visually presents database searches and taxonomic assignment, including molecular identification of Hemidactylus frenatus through NCBI BLAST and multiple sequence alignment analyses, along with effective deposition of data in NCBI/GenBank. The Discussion and Conclusion sections offer a well-founded comparison of the current research with related previous studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in this research are sufficient and appropriate; therefore, there is no need to add any additional references.
	

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


	The scientific English used in this paper is written in a very clear and effective manner, English quality of this article is impressive, Excellent.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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