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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
it is necessary to reconsider the use “species” throughout the text - because this term 
often hides a genus name (not just species) 
 
 
These are taxa unknown to me - Coenagrion proparte  and Erythromma proparte  
I think there is a mistake - I suggest to mention only Coenagrion sp. and Erythromma 
sp.  
 
I am not a native speaker - therefore, I recommend checking the text by a native 
speaker 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
minor suggestions for correction are given directly in the text  
 
Figure 3 is redundant 
 
at least a little attention could be paid to rare species (and their occurrence) in the 
discussion e.g. 
Bradinopyga strachani (Kirby, 1900) - IUCN category 2018-1 :   Least Concern 
Chalcolestes viridis (Vander Linden, 1820) - IUCN category 2018-1 :   Least Concern 
Etc… 
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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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