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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 manuscript offers a timely synthesis of how epigenetic mechanisms shape evolutionary trajectories across diverse zoological lineages. By consolidating current evidence on DNA methylation, histone modifications, and non-coding RNAs in adaptive traits, it provides a coherent framework for researchers to test hypotheses about rapid phenotypic change beyond DNA sequence variation. Overall, it stands to accelerate interdisciplinary dialogue among genetics, evolutionary biology, and ecology, strengthening the theoretical and practical foundations of zoological research.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title of article is suitable.
	

	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.


	Yes,the abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is a lack of in-text citations supporting the claims. I recommend adding references in accordance with the journal’s citation style for each assertion, so readers can verify the evidence behind the statements.


	

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


	The language quality is good.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Sababa Fatima, Afyon Kocatepe University, Turkey


