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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.


	The manuscript describes one of the most common spider species. The sexual dimorphism is also well studied throughout the globe. However, its morphometric analysis along with use of ANOVA may help future researchers to study this group. This manuscript also confirms the presence of this common arachnid in Eastern Ghats.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title may be further modified.
“Morphometric Analysis and Sexual Dimorphism in the Golden Orb-Weavers (Arachnida: Araneae: Araneidae)”
	

	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.


	Abstract should be much concise and compact. Details of results may not be included in this section. More focus should be on the impact of this manuscript on the fellow researchers.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically correct.
However, the species Nephila pilipes comes under family Araneidae, not in Nephilidae.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference for World Spider Catalog is missing in the reference section. 
References should be written in a single style. Please check and make it uniformly.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The materials and methods section is incomplete. Please provide number of male and female specimens studied, observed, measured and preserved for future with proper registration number and locality details. 
2. Please explain how ANOVA results alone can decide a character/ difference to be significant or not.

3. Photographs for female genitilia (epigyny) is not clear. Male genitilia (palp) photographs may be provided. 
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