Reviewer 1 
All corrections in the text in accordance with comments of Reviewer 1 were highlighted in yellow.
The work is a relatively well presented taxonomic study of a weevil genus.  The descriptions and key are well done and figures are adequate. This reviewer also considered that the English could be improved, although this may be due, in part, to local differences in word use.  
R. Thank you very much for your positive comments and for your careful corrections to our English. 
This reviewer considered that there was not enough discussion of the hosts plants of the genus, or at least acknowleging that there is little data. 
R. We appreciated very much this appropriate suggestion. Therefore, we added an adequate sentence about this interesting subject in our discussion.
Please consider my suggestions in the attached file.
R. Of course. We have accepted them and modified our text accordingly. Here the main suggestions:
Line 30. Commented [AB1]: Correct? Written as this it leaves the Neotropics hanging. Is C. scrophulariae the only exotic and only in the Nearctic? ? Put in the number of introductions.
R. Thank you very much for this comment. Yes, we forgot the Neotropics and the accidental importation of C. scrophulariae into USA and Canada.
Line 78. Commented [AB2]: Then how delineated?
R. We modified our unclear sentence. In our paper we considered the whole India.
Line 144. Commented [AB3]: Can this be considered a synapomorphy? If so, present as such.
R. Yes it should be so.
Line 238. Commented [AB6]: Confusing here.
R. Ok. We have clarified this sentence.
Line 803. not sinuate and not following spot margins    Commented [AB7]: Not understood
R. Ok. We have also clarified this sentence.
Line 815. Commented [AB8]: A final summarizing sentence is needed.
R. Ok. We accepted your appropriate final sentence.
