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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	Reviewer’s comment
The manuscript describes a new species of nematode Kalicephalus (Schadius) bilaspurense from Varanus bengalensis. The work is taxonomically important and contributes to the knowledge of nematode biodiversity in Indian reptiles, especially from a less studied region like Himachal Pradesh. The morphological details are well documented and supported by appropriate figures and SEM images. This work will be of interest to parasitologists, taxonomists, and wildlife biologists.


The manuscript contributes to the discovery and formal description of a new nematode species, which adds valuable information to the taxonomy of Diaphanocephalidae. The host, Varanus bengalensis, is ecologically significant, and parasite data from this species is limited in India. The study offers detailed morphometric data and comparisons with closely related species. It enhances understanding of parasitic diversity and host-parasite interactions in Indian reptiles.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the contents of the manuscript accurately.


	

	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 summarizes the objectives, methods, and findings effectively. Minor language edits for clarity can be made, such as removing redundant phrases and correcting "bulk cleared" to "cleared in bulk".


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The description is detailed, and taxonomic comparisons are appropriate and well-referenced. The species identification is adequately supported by morphometrics and illustrations.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and include recent publications (2020–2024). Historical and classical works are appropriately cited for taxonomic background.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires minor proofreading for grammar, clarity, and punctuation to meet scholarly standards.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is a valuable addition to parasitological and herpetological literature. High-quality SEM imaging and comparative discussion strengthen the manuscript. Ensure proper formatting of scientific names and consistency in units.


The article is a valuable addition to parasitological and herpetological literature. High-quality SEM imaging and comparative discussion strengthen the manuscript. Ensure proper formatting of scientific names and consistency in units.
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