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	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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The review manuscript entitled delineation in Melia species submitted for the Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology was carefully gone through and reviewed as per the Journal’s Reviewer’s guidelines. 

The comments are given below:

1.
The content introduces the subject well, emphasizing the importance of the genus Melia. The aim of the review was also clearly stated and focused on distinguishing between Melia dubia and Melia azedrachi, an important topic.

2.
This paper has successfully identified the main challenges in the identification of Melia species. This is a comprehensive approach that captures the complexity of the problem.

3.
Specifying conservation as the purpose of the review adds important context. Understanding the extent and diversity of species within Meliaceae is important for conservation efforts and essential for conservation.

4.
Incorporating the author’s ongoing research adds uniqueness and depth to the content and provides authenticity. This is because the review is based on existing research. This is a strong point.

5.
The review cited "different anatomical and morphological features" and "geographical variation" but did not conclude whether this could be determined. Including specific examples or data based on previous research can strengthen and clarify themes.

6.
Although the review briefly states that an “integrated approach” combining traditional molecular and taxonomic techniques is necessary, this is not sufficient. It is helpful to cite specific methods (e.g., DNA panel, phenotypic analysis, or other molecular techniques) and discuss in detail their potential benefits and challenges.

7.
The descriptions of the types and appearance of the plants grown are interesting but not clear. However, this is not fully explained. What are the phenotypes? How do they contribute to the complexity of Melia dubia and Melia azedrach? Further detail on this issue would help to provide a more comprehensive understanding.

Overall, the content provides a powerful introduction to the intricacies of Melia genetics and highlights an important genetic identity issue. Addressing the above will enhance the academic quality of the review and increase the quality of the review.
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