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PART  1: Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. 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 study is highly relevant as it emphasizes the crucial role of 
insects, particularly butterflies, in ecosystems, including 
pollination and biodiversity. 

 

Is the title of the article 
suitable? 
(If not please suggest an 
alternative title) 

 

 The title is good  but can be as -Structural Characterization of 
Appendages in Diverse Butterfly Species (Insecta: Lepidoptera): 
A Review. 

 
 

The title has been rectified as per the 
reviewer’s suggestion. 
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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 is well-written and provides a good overview of the 
research. The minor suggestions above could further enhance its 
clarity- 
 * Expand on "At rest, their wings are characterised." This 
sentence is incomplete. It could be more specific, such as: "At 
rest, their wings are held together upright above the body, which 
sets them off from all other insects." 
 * Consider adding a sentence about the potential implications of 
this research. For example: "Understanding these sensory 
adaptations can provide valuable insights for conservation 
efforts and agricultural practices 

The rectifications and additions have been 
done in the abstract so as to make it more 

illustrative and self explanatory. 

Is the manuscript scientifically, 
correct? Please write here. 

Yes but could include an conclusion  and add a few more references Conclusion and new references added. 

Are the references sufficient 
and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional 
references, please mention 
them in the review form. 

Can include a few more but references should be in APA format and 
arranged alphabetical order 

Rectified as stated. 

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

Yes The language of the paper has been 
proofread by the language expert once for 
enhancing the quality of the manuscript. 

Optional/General comments 
 

Please do revise and make changes The changes suggested by different 
reviewers have been done. The abstract has 
been modified. The ecological significance 

of butterflies and especially their 
appendages has been added. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. 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 details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


