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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.


	The study is important to fill the gaps on the distribution of the species, which may be useful for future studies on biogeographic patterns of the region.  In terms of conservation, it is vital because it directly updates the species’ conservation status by expanding its known extent of occurrence (EOO). Furthermore, it provides additional morphological data for this endemic species.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and direct.
	

	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 appropriate and straightforward. No modifications recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. However, one critical character of the species is missing. There is no doubt on the identification, but it is very important to describe and characterize the external and internal epigyne. Also, the diagnosis is insufficient. Please justify that you have S. netravati by adding the unique morphological characters of this species. You can justify your diagnosis by describing the epigyne and  and the characters mentioned in the keys of Dhali et al. (2016).  The quality of the images is also an issue maybe due to the lack of better equipment, and this is understandable, but this should not stop the authors from pursuing this wonderful study. You can add drawing illustrations of important features to compliment the images.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient. It cited all the necessary literature that tackles the species.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is important, it adds more knowledge to the species. Describing and illustrating the genitalia and providing more details to your diagnosis will improve the quality of the manuscript and will greatly affect the reputation of the journal. The quality of images can be resolved by adding illustrations. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No.
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