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	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 provides a valuable contribution to the regional documentation of biodiversity by establishing a detailed baseline of lepidopteran species in the Dhubri district of Assam. By identifying 44 distinct species across 10 families, the study highlights how even semi-urban agricultural campuses can serve as vital microhabitats and ecological corridors for diverse insect populations. Furthermore, the data serves as a critical reference point for future conservation strategies and environmental impact assessments in the Lower Brahmaputra Valley, particularly as lepidopterans are key bio-indicators of ecosystem health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable and scientifically appropriate.
	

	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 mostly comprehensive, as it successfully covers the study's timeframe (2024–25), the specific location (SCS College of Agriculture, Dhubri), and the primary results regarding species richness and family dominance. It also correctly identifies the core conclusion: that the campus serves as a significant microhabitat for lepidopteran diversity.
Recommended Additions

a. Specific Methodology: The abstract should briefly mention the collection techniques used, such as aerial insect netting, handpicking, light traps, and pheromone traps.

b. Time of Activity: Including that collections were made both three hours after sunset and during morning hours (8:00–10:00 AM) provides essential context for the diversity of both nocturnal moths and diurnal butterflies.

c. Host Plant Context: Mentioning that specimens were collected from specific crops like rice, maize, cowpea, and citrus would emphasize the agricultural relevance of the study.

d. Ecological Context: Reference to the nearby Bahalpur forest range should be added, as it serves as a critical breeding habitat that supports the campus population.

e. Taxonomic Breadth: Clearly state that the 44 species represent both butterflies and moths to clarify the scope of the order Lepidoptera covered.

Recommended Deletions or Refinements

a. Statistical Redundancy: The detailed list of every single family percentage (e.g., listing 2.27% for Zygaenidae and Notodontidae separately) can be condensed to focus only on the most dominant groups to improve readability.

b. Repetitive Geographic Strings: The full name of the college is repeated several times in the text; in the abstract, once the location is established, it can be referred to as "the campus" to save space.

c. Vague Statements: Phrases such as "showing the richness of biodiversity" can be replaced by the actual species count (44 species) to remain objective and concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and follows standard entomological research protocols, though it contains a few minor taxonomic and typographical inconsistencies that should be addressed before formal publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is recommended to include references to recent policy changes, such as the Wildlife (Protection) Amendment Act of 2022, to ensure that the conservation status and legal schedules of the identified lepidopterans are cited according to current law.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, as the technical descriptions, methodology, and results are clearly articulated. However, there are several grammatical inconsistencies, typographical errors, and formatting issues that should be addressed to meet the standards of international peer-reviewed journals.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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