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	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 significantly advances our understanding of the diversity of testate amoebae in India, particularly within moss habitats. The identification of Centropyxis bipilata and Paraquadrula discoides as new records contributes to the documentation of biodiversity and expands the known geographical distribution of these taxa. Given their sensitivity to environmental changes, this underscores the ecological significance of testate amoebae in paleoecological research and biomonitoring efforts. Additionally, by utilizing advanced microscopic techniques, this study establishes a foundation for future taxonomic research and conservation efforts aimed at microbial communities in Indian forests.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The existing title reflects the main theme of the manuscript but could be more succinct and captivating. A refined option might be: "Recent Discoveries of Moss-Dwelling Testate Amoebae (Centropyxidae and Lesquereusiidae) from India." This maintains clarity while emphasizing the key findings


	

	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 provides a clear overview of the study, but there are some aspects that could be refined for better clarity and completeness. I noticed a few grammatical and structural issues that could be refined for clarity and accuracy. Sentence Structure & Grammar: Singular vs. plural correction: "holds" should be "hold". The sentence is also restructured for better readability. Improving Scientific Precision: "The study on the diversity of testate amoebae revealed two new records viz., Centropyxis bipilata Bakovic et al., 2019 and Paraquadrula discoides (Penard, 1893) Deflandre, 1932 to Indian testate fauna. Improved phrasing for clarity and corrected "to Indian testate fauna" → "for Indian testate fauna".


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript provides valuable records of testate amoebae in Indian moss habitats, using established methods for identification. While scientifically sound, minor refinements in terminology, formatting, and taxonomy would enhance clarity and rigor.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes relevant references, but adding recent studies on testate amoebae, especially their ecological role and regional diversity, would improve completeness. Newer reviews on taxonomy and bio-monitoring should be considered for stronger scientific depth.

	

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


	This article presents valuable scientific findings, but refining grammar, word choice, and formatting will improve readability and scholarly communication. Strengthening sentence structure, ensuring consistency in terminology, and clarifying descriptions will make it more precise.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript provides valuable records of two testate amoebae species newly reported in India. The methods are sound, classification is current, and findings are significant for regional biodiversity.

However, minor issues need addressing:

Language and grammar: Fix typographical errors (e.g., "magnication" → "magnification", "Centropyhxis" → "Centropyxis").

Formatting: Clean up punctuation, extra brackets, and spacing inconsistencies.

The scale bar in Figure 1 is unclear and should be replaced or adjusted for better visibility 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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