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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
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The manuscript represents a good contribution towards status of species belonging to Mobula 
genus. Following the methodolofical approach and analyses the authors are clearly stating the 
conclusion that “… average similarity index indicates that the genetic diversity of the Mobula 
species is moderate”. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript represents a good contribution towards status of species belonging to Mobula 
genus. Following the methodolofical approach and analyses the authors are clearly stating the 
conclusion that “… average similarity index indicates that the genetic diversity of the Mobula 
species is moderate”.  
Some improvements are needed. 
The manuscript needs further improvements particularly in species writing (italic style, and 
genus large letter, species small letter…). 
In the Section 2.1.2 DNA Amplification it is stated that:  
”DNA amplification was carried out by [26] method. The primer used was OPE-01 
(CCCAAGGTCC).” In order that the manuscript serves better for further studies, please 
explain a bit with paragraph what is the essence of approach and how primers were secured 
(reference). 
In a vast use of molecular techniques, the authors need to explain the lacking or survey 
limitations (limited number of specimens,….)   
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