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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 provides an important contribution to the knowledge of spider biodiversity in India by documenting the first record of Brettus cingulatus in Chhattisgarh state. The study expands the known geographical distribution of this species and adds a new genus and species to the arachnofauna of the region. Such distributional records are valuable for understanding species diversity, biogeography, and the ecological presence of jumping spiders in understudied areas. Additionally, the findings will serve as a useful reference for future taxonomic, ecological, and biodiversity research on Salticidae and other spider groups in central India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested Alternative Title: First Record of Brettus cingulatus (Araneae: Salticidae: Spartaeinae) from Chhattisgarh, India.
	

	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 generally summarizes the objective and main finding of the study, but it can be improved for clarity and completeness. The main result reporting the first record of Brettus cingulatus from Chhattisgarh is clearly stated, which is appropriate for a distributional record study. However, the abstract would benefit from briefly mentioning the number of specimens collected, the exact study area (Gariaband district), and the method of identification based on morphological characters. In addition, the sentence stating that it is a “new genus and species for Chhattisgarh” could be simplified to indicate that this is the first record of the species in the state. Minor grammatical corrections and reducing repetition would also make the abstract more concise and scientifically clear.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically valid and clearly reports the first distributional record of Brettus cingulatus from Chhattisgarh, which contributes to the knowledge of regional spider biodiversity. The study includes specimen collection details, locality information, and morphological identification supported by relevant literature. However, minor improvements in grammar, clarity, and verification of some statements would enhance the scientific quality and readability of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant, including both classical taxonomic works and recent studies on spider diversity in India. However, adding a few more recent references related to Salticidae taxonomy and the genus Brettus would further strengthen the manuscript. Overall, the reference list is appropriate but could be slightly expanded with updated literature.
	

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


	To be improved 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper's importance is appreciated, but it requires minor improvements to be accepted. Author, complete all changes mentioned in the review form for paper acceptance.

Comments for Plagiarism*

Similarity level detected, author kindly make the necessary changes to improve the writing.
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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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