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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 topic is scientifically relevant because spiders are important natural predators in agro-ecosystems, and studying their diversity helps assess ecosystem health and pest control potential. 
Additionally, it fills a knowledge gap on spider diversity in groundnut fields of Maharashtra, contributing to regional biodiversity data and ecological research. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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.


	Although the abstract highlights the aims, methodologies and the result, however since the author is talking about variation and no numbering or percentage of the variations mention in the abstract, I suggest that the author included the variance or the standard deviation values in the abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct as it follows the prerequisites

The relevant correction and additional comment are made on the manuscript for the attention of the author. 

See the manuscript for details of the various comments and suggestions. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, as there was more recent citation than those that are old. 
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Keywords; 

How can Family, genius etc, stand-alone as a keyword? Hence remove it or if possible, mention one or two of the important families. Eg: Lycosidae etc. also for genus. You can add  
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

None 
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