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	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 is important for the scientific community because it provides a new and well-documented distributional record of Rohdea wattii from the Eastern Ghats of India, a region that remains comparatively underexplored floristically. The discovery contributes valuable baseline data to plant biogeography, taxonomy, and conservation biology, particularly by extending the known range of a species previously restricted to the Eastern Himalaya and adjacent regions. The study also strengthens regional floristic knowledge, which is essential for biodiversity assessment, habitat management, and future conservation planning. Additionally, the detailed morphological description and herbarium documentation enhance the taxonomic reliability of the record and support future comparative studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable and clearly reflects the main objective and findings of the study. It accurately indicates both the taxon involved and the significance of the record as a range extension. The geographical focus and taxonomic context are well defined, making the title informative and appropriate for a short communication.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well structured. It clearly states the background,the study location, and the main contributions of the manuscript. The inclusion of taxonomic confirmation, habitat information, and photographic documentation strengthens its clarity.

However, a minor improvement could be made by briefly emphasizing the biogeographical significance of the record, particularly its implication for floristic connectivity between the Eastern Himalaya and Eastern Ghats. No major deletions are required, as the abstract is concise and appropriate for a short communication format.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The identification of the species is supported by detailed morphological comparison, consultation of type specimens, and reference to authoritative taxonomic literature. The methodology follows standard herbarium and taxonomic practices, and the nomenclature is consistent with current taxonomic treatments. The presentation of phenology, ecology, and distribution is coherent and aligns with established botanical research standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and largely recent, particularly those related to regional floristic studies and taxonomic updates. The inclusion of POWO (2025) and recent taxonomic literature strengthens the credibility of the manuscript. If desired, the authors may consider adding one or two recent studies on floristic diversity or biogeographical patterns of the Eastern Ghats to further contextualize the significance of the new record, although this is not strictly necessary.
	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication. The English is clear, formal, and technically accurate, with appropriate use of botanical terminology. Only very minor grammatical or stylistic polishing may be required during copyediting, but no major language revision is necessary.
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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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