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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.


	This manuscript provides preliminary information on the diversity of testate amoebae associated with moss habitats in Kaimur Wildlife Sanctuary, Bihar, India. Studies on microscopic protists, particularly testate amoebae, are still limited in many protected areas of India, and therefore the present work contributes useful baseline data on the microfaunal diversity of the region. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested alternative title:
Diversity of Moss-Dwelling Testate Amoebae from Kaimur Wildlife Sanctuary, Bihar, India: A Preliminary Survey
	

	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 summarizes the objective and major findings of the study. However, it could be improved by including more methodological and ecological information. The authors may consider adding the following details:

1. Brief mention of the sampling method used

2. Total number of samples examined

3. A clearer statement of the significance of the findings

4. Avoid repetition and improve clarity of some sentences


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and presents useful information regarding the occurrence of testate amoebae in moss habitats. However, several improvements are needed to strengthen the scientific quality:

1. The Materials and Methods section needs more detail, such as the number of sampling sites, number of moss samples collected, and environmental conditions of sampling sites.

2. The identification process of species should be described more clearly, including the taxonomic keys or references used.

3. Inclusion of morphological characteristics or measurements would improve the taxonomic reliability of the species identification.

4. The discussion section should be expanded to include comparisons with previous studies from other regions of India and globally.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes several relevant references related to testate amoebae ecology and taxonomy. However, the authors may consider including additional recent studies related to:

1. Moss-associated protists

2. Testate amoebae diversity in tropical ecosystems

3. Bioindicator role of testate amoebae


	

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


	The manuscript contains several grammatical errors and awkward sentence structures. The English language needs moderate revision to improve clarity and readability. Professional language editing or careful proofreading is recommended before publication.

Examples include:

1. Incorrect verb agreement

2. Typographical errors

3. Inconsistent formatting of scientific names


	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments

1. The Materials and Methods section should be expanded to provide more details about sampling design and laboratory procedures.

2. A table summarizing the recorded species, families, and distribution would improve clarity of the results section.

3. The discussion section should be strengthened with ecological interpretation and comparison with previous studies.

4. Scientific names should be consistently italicized throughout the manuscript.

5. Figures (plates) should include clear labeling, magnification details, and scale bars.

6. Minor typographical errors and formatting inconsistencies should be corrected.

The manuscript has scientific value and provides useful baseline information on testate amoebae diversity in a protected area. However, improvements are needed in methodology description, discussion, language quality, and data presentation before the manuscript can be considered for publication.


	


	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 details)
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