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PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
[bookmark: _GoBack]
	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 manuscript provides valuable baseline data on the diversity and distribution of testate amoebae in tropical montane forests of the Western Ghats. By identifying significant differences in tree moss communities between sites, it highlights the sensitivity of these protists to environmental variation. The study supports the use of testate amoebae in tree moss as effective bioindicators of anthropogenic stress, contributing to ecological monitoring and
conservation efforts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Alternate Title: Community Structure of Testate Amoebae in Soil and Tree Moss of Tropical Evergreen Forests in the Western Ghats, Kerala.
	

	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.
	The abstract is clear and scientifically sound, but it can be improved. A brief statement of the study objective should be added for clarity. The listing of multiple species with percentages may be reduced and summarized to improve readability. The statistical results should be stated more explicitly rather than using general phrases. Finally, the ecological significance of the
findings could be slightly strengthened to enhance impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The study design and analyses are suitable, and the conclusions are generally supported by the results. Verification of
data accuracy and methodological details is recommended, but there are no major conceptual concerns.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include key foundational works. However, the list should be updated with more recent (post-2018) studies, especially on molecular taxonomy, tropical diversity, and bioindicator applications, to better reflect current research trends.
	




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

	Optional/General comments
	The article is well-structured, informative, and supported by relevant references; inclusion of recent studies would further enhance its depth and relevance.

The paper's importance is appreciated, but it requires minor improvements to be accepted. Author, complete all changes mentioned in the review form for paper acceptance.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedbac k (It is mandator y 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)

Nil
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Nil
	




	






If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Plagiarism Suspected:
Similarity: 4%
Does microhabitat influence the testate amoebae communities in the ...
Jun 1, 2019 · The study revealed that most of the testate amoebae species recovered were present in both soil and tree-moss habitats, but with a clear difference in their abundance between these habitats. Among the 33 species identified, the majority were either hydrophilic, eurybionte or calciophilic.
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0932473918301020 
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Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
"I hereby state that I do not have any conflict of interest as a reviewer."



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)
	



Minor Revision Required: 8 Marks
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