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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 study does contribute by updating the checklist for the specified region, which can be valuable for future reference. The comparison with earlier studies also adds relevance. The overall importance for the broader scientific community is limited.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should be concise and scientific, yet convey the main points effectively. For example:

1)
 Assessment of butterfly species diversity at Rabo Dam with the first checklist for Raigarh District, Chhattisgarh, India.

2)
 Butterfly Diversity of Rabo Dam: First Checklist for Raigarh District, Chhattisgarh, India.
	

	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 language should be improved, and attention should be given to identifying grammatical errors.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is no proper methodology, like the pollard walk method used for butterfly surveys, making it scientifically unjustifiable. Improvements in materials and methods are necessary, and analyses such as diversity indices can strengthen the diversity assessment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are missing from the list, such as Chandra (2002), Kunte (2000), Singh & Pandey (2017), and Sharma et al. (2020). The references need to be corrected according to the journal's guidelines, and in-text citations should be uniform.


	

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


	The manuscript's presentation suffers from several grammatical errors, spelling mistakes, and poor language structure. The lack of cohesion (in the introduction) disrupts the logical flow of arguments.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I recommend that the authors comprehensively revise the manuscript for clarity and consistency, potentially with the help of professional editing. The manuscript is attached with tracked changes.
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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)


	


Reviewer details:

Ankita Singh Sajwan, Forest Research Institute Dehradun, India

