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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.


	This study is very important to make people and government aware about the consequences of climate change. Insects are the organisms which are least concerned by people but if their habitat is disturbed in the same way, we will lose them, which is the major loss for the ecosystem as they play a vital role in the food chain. The maximum pollination is dependent on insects. Variety of crops as well as wild plants are dependent on entomophily.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alternative Title:

Role of Habitat Change in Insect Diversity: A Comparative Study of Different Habitats in Dhapa, Kolkata, West Bengal, 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.


	Add few sentences for importance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is but I recommend improvement in the figures of the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I suggest more references in introduction and discussion; it makes study more impactful.
Material and Methods must have references of standard protocols used by author.
	

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


	Yes, it is perfect.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Please improve the quality of all the figures given in results, it seems like author kept screenshots which are blur.
2. Conclusion is missing from the manuscript.

3. If author have better pictures of various sites which shows clear difference between them are recommended to keep and replace the old ones.

4. I recommend to add more detail about disturbed site, so readers get clear knowledge and differences.

5. In conclusion, add the clear reasons for the differences in the diversity of three different sites. 

6. Discussion part should be more elaborated. Author can compare various studies with one’s own results in discussion.
7. Please check formatting of the manuscript, few of the pages are half empty and remove extra spaces in between the sentences or pages.
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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)
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