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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript provides some new local records for protozoan species. These could be useful for ecological studies.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is fine
	

	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 “Testate amoebae species are known to be ecologically sensitive and are very useful in monitoring the environment, as they can provide indications on the health and quality of their immediate habitats. In general, the results can substantiate the usefulness of testate amoebae as bioindicators, the study also represented an important source of base data that can be used in future to comprehend the distribution and richness of testate amoebae in India and can demonstrating their importance in monitoring the ecosystem in understudied regions.” is speculative or looking at future uses of the data. However that data is unclear in the abstract.  Why say 6 species instead of listing them and cutting some of the wordy speculative or filler components. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I am concerned with the unclear nature of much of the introduction. The testate amoebae are described as ecological indicators and reasons why they could respond to environmental changes are presented. However, there really is no good examples of how this is used or how relevant they are.  It is fine to say something is environmentally susceptible but you might also want to have real examples. 
There is very little ecological data presented on the species reported.  Without this it is not really easy to see how they are good indicators, other than that they are found in moss.

My concerns with the introduction follow with the conclusion. You keep saying that there is a need to study these for environmental reasons but don’t really explain how, how that would be useful, etc.  An argument for most life responding to environmental changes could be made so this seems like you are making a unclear statement. The manuscript with just new records stands on those fact better than unclear suggestions.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they appear fine.
	

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


	No.  The writing is decent but should be reviewed by the editorial board. There are choppy sentences, indefinite “it” usage, not all citations follow the same format “method outlined by Foissner [15]” vs “which develop slender thread-like filose pseudopodia [11]” and other questions on grammar or reeadability. Not my job as a scientific review to revise language.
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