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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.


	The present study documents the inaugural occurrence of the irregular echinoid genus Ditremaster within the Early Eocene Kapurdi Formation of the Barmer Basin, Rajasthan, thereby expanding the established palaeogeographic distribution of this taxon within the Indian subcontinent. This research addresses a critical lacuna in the echinoid fossil record of western Rajasthan and provides substantive empirical data concerning Eocene marine biodiversity and palaeoenvironmental parameters. By integrating a rigorous systematic description and stratigraphic framework with comparative analyses of previously documented records from Kutch, the manuscript reinforces its scientific significance. Collectively, these findings offer profound insights into the dispersal mechanisms and ecological trajectories of spatangoid echinoids during the early Paleogene.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It appropriately highlights the taxon, geological age, formation, and geographic location.
	

	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 summary is predominantly composed in a proficient manner and is enlightening. It unequivocally articulates the originality of the discovery, geological milieu, and palaeobiogeographic importance. Nevertheless, a succinct reference to the quantity of specimens examined and pivotal diagnostic attributes employed for classification would further augment the summary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The taxonomic identification is supported by diagnostic morphological characters consistent with the genus Ditremaster.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant to the scope of the study. Add More References to Increase the Quality of Article.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. Minor grammatical corrections and stylistic refinements are recommended to improve fluency and consistency, particularly in the Introduction and Discussion sections.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are observed. The study is based on fossil material, and repository details are clearly mentioned.
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