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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.


	This manuscript is significant as it reports the recollection of Amynthas pallidus from India after more than a century, enriching knowledge on earthworm taxonomy and distribution
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Instead of “On the collection of Amynthas pallidus (Michaelsen, 1892) (Clitellata: Megascolecidae) from India after a century” the author can rewrite the title “Recollection of Amynthas pallidus (Michaelsen, 1892) (Clitellata: Megascolecidae) from India after a century”

	

	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.


	Keywords: Amynthas pallidus, taxonomy, Western Himalaya, Uttarakhand, India
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	External and internal morphology of holotype of Amynthas pallidus the (A) External ventral view; (B) internal dorsal view is missing. 
A distribution map illustrating the collection localities of Amynthas pallidus (Michaelsen, 1892) from India should be provided at the beginning of the Results section (Fig. 1) to visually support the reported findings.
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	NA
The author has identified the specimen using available taxonomic keys; however, it should be clarified 

whether the identification was verified by any authenticated institute or expert. If the journal’s policy permits 

author-based identification, then the current approach is acceptable.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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