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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 examines wing venation patterns of Musca domestica and Sarcophaga sp. using morphometric measurements to evaluate their usefulness for species discrimination. The topic is relevant to insect taxonomy and forensic entomology. The study demonstrates clear interspecific differences in wing venation patterns; however, methodological clarity, statistical rigor, and presentation require improvement. The manuscript would benefit from clearer description of analytical methods, inclusion of appropriate statistical tests, and refinement of language and structure.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This manuscript contributes to the growing body of research on morphometric tools for insect identification, particularly in forensic and medical entomology. Accurate identification of dipteran species is essential for post-mortem interval estimation and disease transmission studies. By focusing on wing venation as a diagnostic feature, the study offers an alternative approach when traditional morphological characters are insufficient. With methodological refinement, the work has the potential to support taxonomic studies and applied forensic investigations.
	

	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.


	This manuscript contributes to the growing body of research on morphometric tools for insect identification, particularly in forensic and medical entomology. Accurate identification of dipteran species is essential for post-mortem interval estimation and disease transmission studies. By focusing on wing venation as a diagnostic feature, the study offers an alternative approach when traditional morphological characters are insufficient. With methodological refinement, the work has the potential to support taxonomic studies and applied forensic investigations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its conceptual framework and interpretation of results. However, the small sample size and lack of clearly described statistical analyses weaken the strength of the conclusions. Inclusion of statistical significance testing and clearer methodological explanations are required to fully support the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is extensive and includes both classical and recent literature relevant to insect morphometrics, taxonomy, and forensic entomology. The references are largely appropriate and sufficient. Minor formatting consistency should be checked.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires moderate editing. There are grammatical errors, typographical issues, and some repetitive sections that should be corrected to meet scholarly publication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript contributes to the growing body of research on morphometric tools for insect identification, particularly in forensic and medical entomology. Accurate identification of dipteran species is essential for post-mortem interval estimation and disease transmission studies. By focusing on wing venation as a diagnostic feature, the study offers an alternative approach when traditional morphological characters are insufficient. With methodological refinement, the work has the potential to support taxonomic studies and applied forensic investigations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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