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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.


	This mini-review summarizes certain key advances in Lepidoptera barcoding across four thematic areas: large-scale biodiversity surveys; pest species diagnostics; cryptic species discovery; and future conservation planning. Case studies from tropical forests, island ecosystems, and high-altitude plateau Eco zones have illustrated the precision and practical value of this method. However, gaps persist, including uneven representation in global databases, taxonomic instability in certain groups, and methodological inconsistencies across the whole taxonomic spectrum. We have discussed integrative approaches towards merging DNA barcoding with morphological, genomic, and ecological data, and outlined priorities for expanding coverage, improving accuracy, and embedding molecular identification into conservation policy
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	The references sufficient and recent, several sources were found that were not included in the main text and the bibliography. There were also discrepancies in the publication year between the sources in the main text and the bibliography, and one source was duplicated. These corrections were identified in the research.
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