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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 manuscript provides valuable baseline data on butterfly diversity, abundance, and community structure from an area adjoining a major protected landscape, Pench National Park, Madhya Pradesh. Such studies are particularly important because buffer and fringe areas often experience increasing anthropogenic pressures yet remain poorly documented. The use of multiple diversity indices and species-level abundance analysis strengthens the ecological interpretation of habitat quality. Overall, the study contributes meaningfully to regional biodiversity documentation and can support future monitoring, conservation planning, and landscape-level management strategies for Lepidoptera.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is largely suitable and clearly reflects the study objectives, location, and taxonomic focus. However, it can be made slightly more precise and scientifically engaging by emphasizing both diversity and habitat assessment.

Suggested alternative titles (optional):
1. Butterfly (Lepidoptera) Diversity and Community Structure in Kohka, Adjacent to Turia Gate, Pench National Park, Madhya Pradesh, India
2. Diversity, Abundance, and Conservation Significance of Butterflies (Lepidoptera) in Kohka near Pench National Park, Central 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 and informative, clearly presenting the study objectives, methodology, key findings, and ecological implications. The inclusion of diversity indices, dominant species, and conservation relevance strengthens its scientific value.

Suggestions:
· The abstract could be slightly streamlined by reducing numerical repetition (e.g., multiple index values) to improve readability.

· A brief mention of survey duration/season (December 2025) in one phrase would improve methodological clarity.

· No major deletions are required, as all included points are relevant.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with appropriate sampling methods, standard diversity indices, and well-supported interpretations. The methodology follows accepted ecological survey protocols, and the statistical analyses are suitable for the objectives of the study. Species identification, nomenclature, and conservation status are handled carefully using standard references. Minor improvements may include tightening redundancy in results and ensuring uniformity in index notation, but no fundamental scientific flaws are evident.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant, covering classical works as well as recent regional studies. The inclusion of recent publications (up to 2025) is commendable.

Optional suggestions for strengthening the reference base:
· Recent landscape-scale or buffer-zone butterfly studies from India or Southeast Asia

· Global or Indian reviews on butterflies as bioindicators and climate-change responders

· Updated conservation or monitoring frameworks related to Lepidoptera.
	

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


	The language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication, with clear scientific expression and appropriate terminology. Minor grammatical issues, typographical errors, and occasional sentence length could be improved through careful copy-editing. Overall, the manuscript reads well and would benefit from light language polishing rather than major revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study fills an important knowledge gap on butterfly diversity in a landscape adjacent to a protected area and provides a strong baseline for long-term ecological monitoring. The manuscript is well structured, data-rich, and relevant to conservation biology, entomology, and landscape ecology. With minor language editing and slight condensation of repetitive sections, the paper would be suitable for publication in a peer-reviewed journal focusing on biodiversity or conservation science.
The manuscript is scientifically sound, methodologically robust, and contributes valuable baseline data on butterfly diversity from an ecologically important region. The objectives are clear, analyses are appropriate, and results are well interpreted. Minor revisions are recommended mainly for language polishing, reduction of redundancy, and slight improvement in clarity and presentation, rather than for any major scientific shortcomings
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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? 


	No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. The study is based on non-invasive, observational field surveys, and no collection or harm of butterfly specimens was involved. The research was conducted in an area adjoining a protected region, and the authors clearly state that no specimens were collected, indicating adherence to ethical practices in biodiversity research.
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