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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 results of this study are useful in the application of DNA barcoding, molecular markers (RFLP, RAPD, AFLP, SSR, SNP), and next-generation sequencing (NGS) have improved species identification, resolved taxonomic ambiguities, and improved our understanding of plant evolution. It is useful in identifying plants and knowing their advantages and weaknesses and is important for the sake of plant breeding.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Judul; Advances in Plant Molecular Taxonomy: Techniques, Challenges, and Applications
I think it's good and appropriate.
	

	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.


	In my opinion, this abstract is quite comprehensive, but it should be limited to 150-200 words based on the abstract writing standards of internationally reputable journals.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In my opinion, the manuscript is substantively correct, the analysis and study are comprehensive.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are quite a lot of reeferences and most of them are up to date.
	

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


	I think the discussion of English is good enough and the article is suitable for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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