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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.


	The manuscript addresses the baseline butterfly diversity of Quepem and Sanguem talukas of South Goa, regions that are ecologically significant but under-documented. This contribution is important for regional biodiversity documentation, monitoring, and future conservation planning. Such baseline data are essential for tracking ecological changes due to anthropogenic activities. It also encourages awareness about pollinator diversity, which is vital for ecosystem services.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It is clear and specific. No change suggested.
	

	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 covers the objective, methodology, and key findings appropriately. However, the abstract could be strengthened by briefly mentioning the ecological significance of the findings and suggesting conservation relevance in the concluding sentences.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methods are appropriate and standard for butterfly surveys. Data interpretation is logical. Some parts, however, could benefit from better language clarity and tighter organization.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient and cover important recent and classical studies. However, a few recent works (post-2020) related to butterfly monitoring and conservation strategies could be added to enrich the discussion.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but needs grammatical polishing and minor corrections to enhance readability. Some sentences are too long and could be broken into smaller ones for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study is valuable for regional biodiversity assessment. It is advised to improve the structure of results (e.g., better table formatting) and ensure figure legends and plate references are clearly integrated into the text.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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