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	1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s feedback 

	Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	The Manuscript entitled ‘Diversity and abundance of Butterflies in two habitats of Jawaharlal Nehru Krishi Vishwavidyalaya, India’ presents an interesting topic but there are several corrections required. First of all, the MS contain several grammatical errors and incomplete sentences. This seems like a project paper report/ part of a group assignment. Therefore, I would like to request the authors to consult the abundant literatures available and proper guidelines for structuring the paper. This paper has little potential to provide any meaningful contributions.
Title seems fine.

The abstract contains a lot of grammatical errors, and fails to explain any significant contribution to the paper in scientific community. Why is this study essential?
The authors should consult recent literatures and studies conducted on butterfly diversity and should try to place enough background, research gaps and objectives of the study. Please rewrite it and work on these parts.
The MS has considered two study sites please mention its need or significance some justification about the study area. It would be better to add more information on the study site like map of the study site to provide clear information to the readers. Write in details the sampling methods followed and compare and contrast your findings with other studies conducted in the discussion section. Mention any weakness your paper fails to address that future studies could consider. 
	

	Minor REVISION comments


	Describe the methods clearly what exactly you did and any tools like R, SPSS and statistical analysis you used for the analysis.
	

	Optional comments


	Recommend major revisions and improve the grammatical errors, comma and punctuations. These are the fundamental qualities of scientific writing.  
	


	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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