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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 is a biological survey of butterflies using transects in a wildlife corridor. Thus, this study has two key benefits. First, this study shows the status of the butterflies, which is a key pollinator species. Second, this indicates the health of the ecosystem near the forest corridor, which is very important to ensure the tiger’s metapopulation in that region.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest removing “fauna” from the title (butterfly would suffice).
	

	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. Abstract is good, but this can be improved. Usually, an abstract begins with a global statement, followed by the purpose of the study, methods, results, and conclusion. 
2. In the last sentence, remove “might be” from the sentence: “This survey-based study might be an important…”  

3. I suggest “habitat condition” or “ecosystem health” in the same sentence. 

4. Revisit the use of the term “sustainable conservation.”  Simply using “biodiversity conservation” would suffice. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	5. The introduction is nicely presented, and so are the methods, results, and discussion. I felt the abstract was written in a short period of time. I suggest working on the abstract because the audience will first read your abstract. 
6. I suggest transferring the elements related to the “threats to biodiversity in that area” from the conclusion to the discussion. Your study is not only an inventory, but it can also show its linkage to the anthropogenic disturbances and threats to biodiversity in that area. One of the glaring issues in the ecologically significant areas is the proliferation of businesses (resorts, restaurants, safaris) and ribbon settlements, which I have witnessed in northern India and Nepal. 
7. I suggest working on the discussion if time and resources permit. Are there any studies on the impact of butterfly population or migration due to anthropogenic threats (settlements, linear infrastructures, etc.)? 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and recent. 
	

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


	I suggest final editing to improve the English quality. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. I recommend using “Equation” in MS Word to write the equations. >Insert >Equation. Or I suggest following the convention of writing an equation, such as ni should be n_i or ni to represent the number of individuals of the ith species.
2. For Fig. 1, I suggest following some of the mapping conventions, if possible, such as a north arrow, scale bar. I understand you may not have the GIS expertise. Thus, the north arrow should suffice. Additionally, I suggest separating this into Fig. 1 (a, b, and c) and Fig. 2 (d and e). 
I suggest working on the language before the final publication
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)

No
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