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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 study adds important new data to the algal biodiversity of India, highlighting Nemalionopsis shawii as a newly recorded species in Arunachal Pradesh. The identification is based on reliable morphological analysis and includes well-prepared taxonomic illustrations
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title: The current title 'Generic Addition...' can be revised to be more descriptive and precise, e.g., 'First Records of Freshwater Red Algae (Rhodophyta) from Arunachal Pradesh, India'.
The title 'Generic Addition to Algal Flora of India' is too vague and generic.
 Suggested title: 'New Records of Freshwater Red Algae (Rhodophyta) from Arunachal Pradesh, India'
	

	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.


	Lacks structured flow and clarity. It is recommended to revise the abstract following a standard structure (Background, Methods, Results, Conclusion).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has considerable value, but it requires language polishing and deeper scientific analysis to be suitable for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	• Several references are incomplete or not formatted according to journal guidelines.
• In-text citations should consistently include author and year.


	

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


	• The abstract contains long and repetitive sentences. For instance, the sentence “Based on available literatures it was found…” should be revised to improve fluency and clarity.

• Verb tenses fluctuate between past and present throughout the manuscript. All observations should consistently use the past tense.

• Some sentences are overly long and lack proper punctuation. For example:
  “This species was found growing as epilithic form in lotic habitat…
   Suggested: “This species was found as an epilithic form in a lotic habitat. It closely resembles the holotype...


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a novel and regionally significant study on freshwater red algae (Rhodophyta) diversity in the Arunachal Pradesh region of India. The discovery and documentation of Nemalionopsis shawii as a new record from India adds considerable value to the national algal flora. The authors have used standard morphological identification protocols and provided well-documented taxonomic descriptions and illustrations.

The manuscript has significant scientific merit. Particularly focused on English language refinement and enhancement of the discussion section with comparative insights.
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