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	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.


	In life, DNA analysis is a crucial element in tracing the genomes of every living creature. This manuscript represents a highly beneficial innovation in forensic practice. This data allows for an understanding of both traditional and modern DNA analysis.
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	The abstract is too long. Please limit it to the essential points.

Remove any repetitive sentences from the abstract. “Traditional forensic DNA analysis is often time-consuming and centralized, leading to processing delays and laboratory backlogs. There is a growing need for faster, field-deployable systems capable of delivering reliable DNA results in real time for applications in law enforcement, border security, disaster victim identification, outbreak response, and humanitarian operations”
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1. A mobile DNA laboratory for forensic science adapted to coronavirus SARS-CoV-2 diagnosis
2. Decision support for using mobile Rapid DNA analysis at the crime scene
3. Developmental Validation of the ANDE 6C System for Rapid DNA Analysis of Forensic Casework and DVI Samples
4. Comparative study of Rapid DNA versus conventional methods on compromised bones
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	In a manuscript, the method section is very important because it is able to provide an explanation to the reader
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