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


	The article discussed basic and simple topic which considered corner stone in the molecular biology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not presentative, suggested title: A comparative Analysis of DNA Extraction Protocols 
	

	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.


	No, Could the author add the most important findings
	

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

	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?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Fig 1 did not represent samples and did not show any cigarette butt. It just shown rack, Eppendorf tubes and pipette which is basic item found in any lab. Could the author create more representative figures.

2. Could the author add figure gel electrophoresis that shown the failure of CTAB to extract DNA.

3. In section 2.1, could the author replace modified protocols rather than 3 version method.

4. At figure 2, could the author provide more details and explanation at the figure legend. 

5. At section 2.3.1 Salting out protocol, the author mention tissue while the sample in the study either saliva samples or cigarette butt. What’s the term tissue used for? If the author used the tissue for cigarette butt, please replace tissue in all manuscript by cigarette butt for clarity

6. What the reasons of using two incubation periods for proteinase K, 24h and 36h. 

7. At section 2.4, paraffin embedding tissue, could the author determine the type of tissue that have been used 

8. What is the purpose of the literature review section in the manuscript, the author either add the included information I the methodology section or in the discussion section.  

9. The result section is missing the finding of different DNA extraction protocols.

The discussion part is not available.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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