
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Basic and Applied Research international

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOBARI_14494

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Diversity and Distribution of Testate Amoebae across Two Tropical Evergreen Forests of the Western Ghats, Kerala, India

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  

Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers 
	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.


	This paper offers significant baseline information on the diversity of testate amoebae in the tropical evergreen forests of the Western Ghats, which is one of the major biodiversity hotspots in the world. There is very little ecological work done on testate amoebae in India and this paper fills this knowledge gap. The comparison of microhabitats and sites of different disturbance levels adds value, especially in highlighting the bioindicator potential of testate amoebae for environmental stress.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Could be slightly improved to emphasize ecological comparison and bioindicator relevance.
	

	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.
	· It needs language correction and clearer presentation of results. 

· Minor grammatical errors and formatting issues (especially species names) should be corrected. 

· The conclusion should be stated more clearly and concisely.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript needs clarification of the sampling strategy and there are minor inconsistencies in reporting p-values that should be corrected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Additiion of more recent refereces post 2020 (if possible) could further improve the mauscript 
	

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


	There are several grammatical errors, spacing issues and inconsistencies in species name  that must be corrected before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables and figures need clearer formatting and captions. 
· The discussion should be more concise and should be linked to global literature to add value to the manuscript. 
· Overall, the manuscript is valuable but requires major revision before acceptance.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)

No major ethical issues. However, the authors should state whether necessary  collection permits were obtained for sampling in the Western Ghats.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interests are evident. A formal conflict of interest statement should be included.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	98% of the manuscript is orignal
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	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback
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