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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.


	This manuscript significantly expands the known geographical range of Rohdea wattii by documenting its first record from the Eastern Ghats, thereby providing an important contribution to the biogeography and floristic knowledge of India. The study highlights the underexplored botanical richness of the Eastern Ghats and emphasizes the region’s high potential for new distributional and taxonomic discoveries. By integrating detailed taxonomic descriptions, critical examination of type specimens, and field-based observations, the work offers a robust and reliable reference for future floristic, biogeographical, and conservation studies. Overall, the manuscript strengthens baseline biodiversity data essential for plant systematics, conservation planning, and ecological research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is scientifically appropriate, clear, and well-aligned with the content of the manuscript. It accurately reflects the taxon, family, geographic region, and the main scientific contribution (range extension / new distributional record), making it suitable for taxonomic and floristic journals.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is clear, scientifically sound, and adequately structured, and it effectively summarizes the main objectives and findings of the study. It successfully presents the new distributional record, the collection locality, the methodological approach (literature and herbarium assessment), and the main outputs (taxonomic description, habitat, phenology, and photographs). For a Short Communication, it meets the essential scientific standards.
However, the following minor but impactful improvements are recommended to strengthen its scientific value and clarity:

Suggested additions:

1. Altitudinal information
A brief mention of the altitude of occurrence in Odisha (≈120 m a.s.l.) would enhance ecological context.

2. Biogeographical significance
A short statement highlighting the biogeographical significance of the range disjunction between the Eastern Himalaya and Eastern Ghats would add scientific depth.

3. Conservation/ecological relevance
A brief emphasis on the Eastern Ghats as an underexplored floristic region would strengthen the manuscript’s broader relevance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, methodologically sound, and fully consistent with accepted academic standards in taxonomic and floristic research. The identification process is based on rigorous scientific methodology, including field observations, critical examination of type specimens and detailed comparison with the protologue and relevant taxonomic literature. This integrative approach provides strong taxonomic reliability and minimizes the risk of misidentification.

The morphological descriptions, habitat and phenology data, ecological context, and distributional information are all presented using accurate botanical terminology and scientifically consistent frameworks. The references are relevant, credible, and appropriate for the subject matter. Overall, the manuscript represents a scientifically valid, reliable, and publication-ready contribution to plant taxonomy, floristics, biogeography, and biodiversity research.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and scientifically up-to-date, with several recent publications (2022–2025) that demonstrate strong engagement with current literature. Authoritative taxonomic sources such as POWO (2025), Tanaka (2010), and Dhatchanamoorthy et al. (2024) provide a solid and reliable scientific foundation. The inclusion of recent regional floristic studies further strengthens the manuscript’s contextual relevance.
However, to enhance the manuscript’s theoretical depth, biogeographical context, and international scientific impact, a limited expansion of the reference list could be considered in the following areas:

Suggested categories for additional references:

1. General floristic and biogeographical works on the Eastern Ghats

2. Indian phytogeography and floristic regionalization

3. Systematic and phylogenetic studies on Asparagaceae

Example additional references (illustrative):

· APG IV (2016). An update of the Angiosperm Phylogeny Group classification for the orders and families of flowering plants. Botanical Journal of the Linnean Society.

· Takhtajan, A. (2009). Flowering Plants. Springer.

· Mani, M.S. (2012). Ecology and Biogeography in India. Springer.

· Nayar, M.P. (1996). Hot Spots of Endemic Plants of India, Nepal and Bhutan.
· Reddy, C.S., & Pattanaik, C. (2009). Flora of Eastern Ghats.

	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are fully suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, coherent, precise, and consistent with the standards of academic and scientific publishing. Terminology, sentence structure, and overall style are appropriate for international journals, particularly in taxonomy, floristics, and biodiversity research.

There are no significant grammatical, syntactic, or stylistic issues that would affect scientific clarity or readability. The manuscript follows a professional academic tone and is well structured for a Short Communication format.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript represents a scientifically robust, well-structured, and valuable contribution to taxonomic and floristic research. The new distributional record is significant not only at the species level but also in terms of the biogeographical understanding of the Eastern Ghats. The major strengths of the study include the integration of field observations, critical examination of type material, detailed morphological documentation, and comprehensive use of relevant literature. The work provides a reliable reference framework for future floristic surveys, biogeographical analyses, and conservation-oriented studies. Overall, the manuscript is of high scientific quality and is well suited for publication without major revisions.
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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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