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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.
	The manuscript is important because it attempted to determine the best attractant which could be used in order to attracting A. florea bees. It also recommended rose water as the best leading to higher significant seed yield.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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 good but it requires a little fine-tuning for it to be grammatically sound. The third sentence should be checked for grammatical soundness by making use of the word “and”. Make use of the statistical term of P<0.05 for significant figures. Ensure to rephrase the last sentence for clarity in grammar. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes but it needs to apply the use of statistical terminology such as probability levels (p<0.05 or p>0.05) when necessary.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but most are not recent.
This citation is missing under reference section: Chandrashekhar and Sattigi (2009).

These authors were in the reference section buy were not cited in the main work, why? Venkataramegowda et al. (2013); Kalmath and Sattigi (2002) and Abrol (2010)
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	Remove the and under the keywords. I am also wondering why you included significantly superior as one of the keywords, please consider replacing it.
You should not cite authors with Anonymous, replace the Anonymous 2012-22in your introduction.
Attempt to provide an English name for the phrase “desi ghee” in your introduction, also italicize it.
You cited Dwarka et al., 2024a,b,c,d,e, that is five different citations to back up one sentence? Please reduce.

Anonymous (2005) citation should also be replaced or removed.
Rephrase the aim/objective of the study at the end of introduction section.

Under section 3.3, check for wrong spelling of the word “solution”
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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