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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 describes a new species of the genus Poecilobdella. The work strengthens regional biodiversity records for Indian Hirudinea.It also helps update national species counts for leeches in India
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes its suitable 
	

	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 presents background, context, and the main finding.The author should add key diagnostic characters distinguishing the species from close congeners
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes,it follows accepted taxonomic practice. but would need a little revision on some measurements and terms that need consistency and minor correction to align with standard hirudinean morphology usage
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is sufficient 
	

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

	
Language quality needs improvement. Several grammatical errors, tense inconsistencies, and unclear sentences appear throughout the text. Professional language editing is recommended to improve readability and precision.



	

	Optional/General comments

	


None
	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	NO
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