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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.
	
	These species hold significant importance for the scientific community, providing valuable contributions to biodiversity and taxonomy ecological distribution of spider species within an understudied habitat an academic campus ecosystem. localized biodiversity assessments are essential for understanding species richness, monitoring ecological health, and identifying potential conservation priorities.

 The information presented in this study is scientifically meaningful and will enhance the understanding of local fauna. By documenting species diversity, habitat preferences, and taxonomic clarifications, this research adds a reliable reference point for future ecological and conservation studies. 

	

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

	
This title of this short scientific communication is comprehensive , clear, and well aligned with the subject, no changes are required
	
	

	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.

	This abstract is overall comprehensive and well-organized, effectively highlighting the key aspects of study namely the subject (college-campus biodiversity), the methodology (spider survey and taxonomic assessment), and the main findings. The study clearly emphasizes the importance of taxonomic revision  that is, classifying the true spiders and re-evaluating a misclassified entry, reflecting the scientific rigor of the research.
The presence of both ground-dwelling and arboreal species, the dominance of various families, and the discussion of habitat diversity provide a comprehensive overview of ecological diversity. The ecological and conservation significance of the study is clear  recognizing college campuses as reservoirs of biodiversity, and highlighting the role of spiders in naturally regulating pest populations and maintaining ecosystem balance all of which further underscore the importance of this research
Do not remove any content from this abstract.

	








	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The abstract is clear, well-structured, and effectively summarizes the objectives, methodology, and major findings of the study. The introduction is supported with relevant and appropriate references that establish the context and significance of the research. The Materials and Methods section is described with adequate clarity, allowing the study to be reproducible. The Results section provides a complete and well-organized list of species, accompanied by clear and informative photographs. The Discussion is thoughtfully written, scientifically coherent, and successfully relates the findings to ecological and taxonomic perspectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references in this research paper are complete. No new references should be added, and none of the current ones should be removed.
	
	

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

	
Yes, the English quality of this original research is of scientifically excellent standard. 


	

	Optional/General comments
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	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? 

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