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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(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript provides novel molecular baseline data for ant species from an underexplored protected area, contributing to global DNA barcode reference libraries. It enables more accurate and rapid species identification, which is essential for biodiversity assessment and ecological monitoring. The study also enhances understanding of genetic variation and phylogenetic relationships among ant species. Overall, it strengthens the integration of molecular and classical taxonomic approaches, supporting conservation and future entomological research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	  DNA Barcoding and Molecular Characterization of Ant Species from Chincholi Wildlife Sanctuary, Karnataka, India
  Molecular Identification and COI-Based DNA Barcoding of Ants from Chincholi Wildlife Sanctuary, India

	

	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 is generally comprehensive and clearly presents the study background, objectives, methods, and key findings. However, it can be strengthened by briefly stating the sample size and study duration more clearly, and by highlighting the broader scientific significance of the findings (e.g., contribution to biodiversity databases and conservation relevance). Minor reductions in technical detail (such as software names) are suggested to improve readability and focus. Overall, the abstract is well-structured but would benefit from slight tightening and clearer emphasis on the novelty and implications of the study. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and the methodologies used are appropriate and consistent with standard practices in DNA barcoding and molecular taxonomy. The study design, laboratory procedures, and analytical approaches are aligned with established scientific literature. The results are logically presented and the interpretations are generally supported by the data. However, minor improvements in clarity of language, consistency in terminology (e.g., COI vs COX1 usage), and stronger linkage between results and conclusions would further strengthen the scientific rigor of the manuscript.
	

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

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

	
The language is generally understandable, but moderate grammatical and stylistic revisions are required to meet scholarly standards. Editing for clarity, consistency, and scientific tone is recommended.
	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	

The manuscript addresses an important and timely topic and contributes useful molecular data to regional biodiversity research. With improvements in language clarity, consistency in terminology, and minor structural refinement, the study has strong potential to add value to the scientific literature.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

	







Reviewer details:
Madhuri, Sushant University , India


Created by: DR	              Checked by: PMApproved by: MBM		Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
