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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 could provide important baseline data on butterfly diversity and their larval host plant associations in Cuddalore District, Tamil Nadu, a region where comprehensive ecological documentation remains limited. By recording the butterfly species and identifying its host plant species across 21 families, this study contributes valuable information to biodiversity inventories and helps strengthen understanding of plant–butterfly ecological interactions. The findings could also support conservation planning by identifying key host plant families essential for sustaining butterfly populations in agro-ecosystems and semi-natural habitats. Furthermore, the study offers a reference framework for future ecological monitoring, climate change impact assessments, and habitat restoration programs in southern India and comparable tropical landscapes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and generally reflects the content of the manuscript. However, it could be improved by making it more concise. The phrase “Study on” is I think unnecessary in a scientific title and can be removed. Also, the phrase “Plants that serve as their Larval Hosts” could be shortened to “Larval Host Plants” for clarity. To add, “Ecosystems of Cuddalore District” should be made more specific (for example, if its agro-ecosystems or agricultural landscapes), as the study mainly includes habitats such as paddy, cashew, and sugarcane fields. Overall, the title is already good but could be slightly refined to improve clarity and precision.

To suggest, here’s a good title, but again, it depends on the author. “Diversity and Larval Host Plant Relationships of Butterflies in Agro-Ecosystems of Cuddalore District, Tamil Nadu”
	

	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 has already clearly presented the aim of the study and summarizes the main findings, including those of the species richness and host plant diversity. The inclusion of quantitative data has strengthened it. However, based on my readings, it could be made more clear by removing some repetitive words, especially in the concluding sentences. I think they should be adding a brief mention of the survey method and end it with a stronger statement on the ecological or conservation relevance that would further improve it. Overall, the abstract is already informative but would greatly benefit if there’s slight refinement for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct in terms of study design, data collection, and analysis. The use of transect surveys and diversity indices such as Shannon and Simpson is also good and is appropriate for biodiversity assessment. However, to suggest, if it’s okay, minor clarification in methodology and consistency in species names and plant family spellings would improve it further.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites relevant foundational and regional studies. However, more recent references (I think within the last 5 years) on butterfly diversity, host plant interactions, and conservation in South India would further strengthen the literature review. Including additional recent ecological or climate-related butterfly studies could improve the manuscript’s relevance.
	

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


	The overall meaning is clear, but the manuscript requires slight language revision. There are some grammatical errors, repetitive words, and inconsistencies in scientific names and formatting. Careful proofreading is recommended to improve clarity and readability for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript provides useful baseline data on butterfly diversity and larval host plant associations in Cuddalore District, Tamil Nadu. The study is especially relevant to biodiversity documentation and regional conservation planning. The data collection appears systematic, and the quantitative results are clearly presented. However, again, the manuscript would benefit from careful language editing, correction of typographical errors (especially in scientific names), and improvement in sentence structure. Some sections of the abstract and introduction are somewhat repetitive. Also strengthening the discussion by comparing the results with other recent regional studies would also improve its overall quality.
	


	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 major ethical concerns are apparent in this manuscript. The study is observational in nature and avoids unnecessary specimen collection, which is already appropriate.
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