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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 (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 application of molecular identification techniques in forensic entomology is addressed in this study. This is relevant for medico-legal investigations in regions with limited molecular reference databases. The use of COI barcoding for identifying cadaver-associated insects contributes to the growing body of validated protocols for PMI estimation in tropical and subtropical regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	"Molecular identification of Chrysomya megacephala (Diptera: Calliphoridae) from carrion using COI gene barcoding” will be an better alternate reflecting the actual content and avoiding specificity about the substrate type.
	

	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.
	The abstract is comprehensive highlighting more of the methodological detail. Replace the “effectiveness” with specific quantifiable outcomes. A concluding statement about regional applicability or database statement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientific, but the following concern require author’s attention. 1. The sample size (n=1) is generally insufficient for drawing generalisable conclusions; 2. Table 2 incorrectly labels COI primer as “ 16s primers” and the Table 3 only one primer sequence is provided ; 3. Morphological confirmation with taxonomic keys is not provided; 4. Author to include the GenBank accession number
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are appropriate and include recent publications. Author should verify that all citations follow consistent formatting. - et al to be italized across the reference list.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is readable and the English quality is acceptable. The author can avoid using inconsistent terminology-eg. Usage of either Cadaver/ Carcass.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
Sample Origin and Permission: Author to clarify if this work was part of official forensic Investigation or research project. If NO, there is no ethical concern.
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