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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 documents for the first time the presence of the species Melitturga clavicornis in India, filling a major gap in knowledge of the diversity of Andrenidae in the Himalayan region. It provides important data on the distribution, host plants and pollinator role of this species in the agroecosystems of Ladakh. These results constitute an important scientific basis for future biogeographical studies and pollinator conservation strategies in trans-Himalayan ecosystems.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally appropriate, as it accurately reflects the content of the manuscript and highlights the purpose of this study (first report of a panurgine bee) while specifying the location where the study was conducted (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.


	Overall, the abstract is comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly presents the background to the study, the main objective, the key findings (first record of Melitturga clavicornis in India) and their ecological and conservation significance. It also provides useful information on host plants and the sampling period.

However, the summary could be slightly improved by taking these minor comments into account:

· Reduce certain repetitions concerning the extension of the distribution area and conservation status;
· Add a very brief sentence mentioning the main methodology (method of collection on flowers and morphological identification).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and based on a methodology appropriate for a faunistic note reporting a first record. Taxonomic identification is based on recognised keys and validated by an expert, and data on collection, distribution and host plants are clearly documented. The interpretation of the results is consistent with the current state of knowledge and the conclusions are correctly supported by the data presented. Nevertheless, a few minor improvements could strengthen the scientific rigour, particularly in the discussion section, where the author could compare these results with those of other authors who have worked on similar topics and under the same climatic conditions.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are relevant, covering bee taxonomy, pollination ecology and conservation issue. The manuscript draws on widely recognised reference works and articles (e.g. Michener, Ollerton, Klein, Gallai, etc.) as well as recent and up-to-date sources, notably Ascher & Pickering (2025) and online databases (BOLD Systems, Discover Life).

	

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


	The linguistic quality and level of English in the manuscript are appropriate for a scientific article, and the text remains comprehensible throughout. The scientific message is clearly conveyed.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents original and relevant work for the scientific community, documenting for the first time the presence of the genus Melitturga and the species Melitturga clavicornis in India. The study is well structured, with clearly described field data, reliable taxonomic identifications, and well-highlighted ecological and conservation implications. The manuscript makes an important contribution to our knowledge of the biodiversity of solitary bees in India and provides useful information for future faunistic and ecological research. However, a few minor adjustments could be made to improve the scientific quality of the manuscript, such as: 
· Abstract: reduce certain repetitions concerning the extension of the distribution area and conservation status;

· Abstract: add a very brief sentence mentioning the main methodology (method of collection on flowers and morphological identification);
· Discussion: comparing the results with those of other recent authors who have worked on similar topics and under similar conditions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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