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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

From the topic: is Bhutan a country where Manas 
Range (Royal Manas National Park, Bhutan) is 
located? If not the country should be indicated. 
 
Abstract see line 6-15 is exactly the same with a work i 
reviewed on research title: Least-biased estimations 
of true species richness of butterfly fauna in sub-
urban sites around Jhansi (India) and the range of 
inter-annual variation of species richness (Abstrac t 
line 13-20)  same apply to your introduction line 29 -36 
then line 41-48. The question is, are you the author 
with the research title indicated above? if No, it’s create 
worries on how one can write such a lengthy 
paragraphs that are the same. However, i did not 
dispute your write up. 
The methodology and approach explored is 
scientifically accepted. 
Don’t use I, use investigator (see 62 of the 
introduction). 
The objective should be clearly stated.  
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The paper is okay  and well presented.  
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