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	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 article is the first to describe the two species of Argyrodes Simon, 1864 spiders from Chhattisgarh, India. In order to evaluate this stunning richness, it can offer further information about the local arachnid fauna and biogeography. By creating baseline data, the project advances ecological and conservation studies in the future. It might stimulate more investigation into the ecological point and its kleptoparasitic connections with other web-building spiders, as well as contribute to the taxonomy understanding of the family.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“First Record of Two Argyrodes Simon, 1864 (Araneae: Theridiidae) Species from Chhattisgarh, 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.


	The abstract should be in IMRAD‑style (Introduction, Methods, Results, Discussion) 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct with minor corrections in the methodology section (should add collection procedure and instruments used)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not sufficient 
References that are in the text are not shown in the references section, so I highlighted them in red.
	

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


	Yes, English quality is suitable for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In Material and Methods section 
The collection procedure of the species should clearly mention “how specimens were collected and identified” (e.g., field surveys, taxonomic keys used), as this enhances reproducibility and credibility.

The manuscript has been revised with corrections and improvements, making it clearer and more suitable for publication.
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