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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 authors have prepared a consolidated list of butterfly species of Chattishgarh State with previous reports as well as new findings. This is a commendable and exhaustive work and is important to the scientific community especially working in the field of Lepidoptera
	

	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.


	1. Please avoid reference in abstract
2. ‘Along with overview of previous studies, we reported a total of 201 butterfly species which updated the state's butterfly fauna by incorporating 19 species that had not been previously documented in Chhattisgarh. Lycaenidae led with 67 species from 43 genera, followed by Nymphalidae with 60 species from 28 genera, Hesperiidae with 42 species of 30 genera, Pieridae included 20 species of 10 genera, Papilionidae presented 10 species of three genera, and Riodinidae with two species of one genus’ – Break this complex sentence into simpler format for better understanding
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, but if doi of few papers are given, then authors should try to give doi of all the references if available
	

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


	Good, but formatting of the paper is needed as there is space problem
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Please follow a single font either Times New Roman or Arial (there is an anomaly in font for abstract and rest of the body)
2. Introduction: First line- ‘however. With’ should be ‘however, with’
3. In methodology, study area description should be shortened

4. In observation, new species reported from Chattishgarh is nineteen, but again it is mentioned ‘12’. Photographs show ‘20’ species. This creates a confusion in reporting of new species. Please clarify and rephrase this paragarph
5. Result section has few grammatical mistake- ‘one species were documented’ will be ‘one species was documented’; ‘At the finding of present observation’ will be ‘At the finding of present observations’
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)
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