
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_5385

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Seasonality and comparative Study of Butterfly Fauna in the Mining area of Tummalapalle Surroundings and in Palakondalu Forest area – YSR Kadapa – Andhra Pradesh – India

	Type of the Article
	


	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 ” Seasonality and comparative Study of Butterfly Fauna in the Mining area of Tummalapalle Surroundings and in Palakondalu Forest area – YSR Kadapa – Andhra Pradesh – India” paper is important for the scientific community because it provides new data on butterfly diversity and richness in a specific region of India. By comparing a mining area to a pristine forest, the research highlights the impact of human activity on local ecosystems. The findings can serve as a baseline for future conservation efforts and environmental management strategies in the area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Is to long!
I suggest an alternative title: 
Comparative Study of Butterfly Diversity in a Mining and Forest Habitat in YSR Kadapa, 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 abstract is comprehensive, but it could be improved by making it more concise and well-structured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The information presented in this paper seem to be correct, but the writing of the manuscript requires significant improvement to meet the standards of a professional scientific publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are well compiled and sufficiently robust to support the claims and context of a scientific article on this topic
	

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


	The paper needs to be proofread by a native English speaker to ensure that it is grammatically correct and easy to understand.
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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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Iosob Gabriel-Alin, Vegetable Research and Development Station Bacau, Romania
	Optional/General comments


	The text in the introduction jumps from one topic to another without any logical structure or smooth transition. It begins with the classification of butterflies, moves on to the diversity of the phylum Arthropoda, then to their role as pollinators on agricultural land, their beauty, their role as bio-indicators, behavioral research, global and national statistics, habitat variety, differences between butterflies and moths, ecological contribution, and finally, population decline. Each idea seems to be a sentence taken out of context and placed alongside the others. 

There are numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistencies. For example, the sentence "The taxonomically classified Lepidoptera order comprises moths and butterflies" is correct, but the following sentences are incoherent, such as "Where in the class Insecta coordinates with the agricultural land...". The phrase "According to animal taxonomy, of the entire animal phylum’s, the Arthropoda has the most diversity and number on Earth" is redundant and clumsy. The term "bio-indicator" is introduced suddenly, without explanation. Also, the idea of butterflies contribution to the ecosystem is repeated, but in different formulations. Bibliographic references are often placed after incomplete or poorly worded sentences, suggesting that the author attempted to insert information from multiple sources without proper summarization. There is no clear argument or sentence that the author is trying to make. The text seems to be a string of facts about butterflies, but not an actual argument.
The introduction should be rewritten to ensure correct and fluent expression.

Other corrections and suggestions were made directly in the manuscript.


	


