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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.
	Although 2018 dataset, yet it range potential expansion record for the subspecies and is highly significant for rodent research and identifying conservation efforts of such an endemic species.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, relevant to text, but given the article also proposes potential corridor for the spp. It may add weight to indicate the same in title.
	

	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 mention of year of study discovery unnecessary attention and concern, so suggest may please be removed from abstract and focus on the significance of the discovery. SWG would be enough mention for abstract rather than the detailed location.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The science is a bit lost, the MS need significant additions –
· After reading the MS I understand “corridor” is being used to signify ‘habitat connectivity’, thus later term is suggested for use instead.
· Comparative note on all spp to prove the photographed individual as R.i.indica
· Given the data is from 2018 capture and regular surveys are mentioned to be conducted, it would be expected and should add recent status of the subspecies in the area
· Additionally, a habitat suitability and range map would have added value to the note
· Recommendation needs to more defined and strategic
· Survey methods need to be detailed
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Seems okay
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Needs significant language improvement, and compacting the information to make it more consolidated
	

	Optional/General comments
	Reasonable amount of revision is required for acceptance for publication in terms of language, and data interpretation, while improving readership. The note can be improved with additional info as suggested in comments of the MS attached.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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