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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 DNA barcoding technology has evolved from a tool for identifying single species to a comprehensive research platform across multiple fields. It will continue to play a significant role in biodiversity monitoring, ecological function research, and biosecurity prevention and control in the future.This manuscript 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. It will serve as a reference for researchers in the field.
	

	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.


	No. 

From the summary, it seems to be quite systematic and comprehensive, and also quite attractive. However, the structure of the main text fails to fully match it. It is suggested that corresponding content be added to the main text.
	

	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.
	No. 

Suggest to add more recent references，for instance, literature related to the DNA barcoding analysis method.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor revisions

1. It is suggested to revise the summary to make it consistent with the entire text.

2. In the "Sample Size" column of Table 1, for some description of "Multiple species", it is suggested to carefully review the literature to obtain specific numerical data.

3. It is suggested that the numbering of the contents below "6. Future Directions" in the main text should be treated differently from the numbering of the paragraph titles.

4. It is suggested that the sections "4. Current Limitations and Challenges", "5. Emerging Trends and Integrative Approaches" and "6. Future Directions" in the main text be combined for description and supported by evidence.

5. It is suggested to add more recent references.
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