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	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.


	The study is important because it analyses a species with populations that may be in decline or even extinct. There are limitations to using only one mitochondrial molecular marker, but these can be overcome as long as the author identifies the study's limitations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I missed a better description of the methodology. A few sentences specifying how many specimens were sampled at each location would be helpful.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Citations that corroborate information are needed at various points in the text. I've added comments to some, but the text would improve in quality with more citations.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Even if it's a short paper, the manuscript must have a well-defined methodology, the figures must have well-explained legends, and the claims must be supported by other works that must be cited. Furthermore, the use of only one gene of mitochondrial origin severely limits any claim, since the result can be interpreted in many ways. See my comments on the article in the section on gene flow.
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