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	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 work is an example of enhancing the crop yield by promoting the foraging activity of bees in the crop ecosystem, for which the authors have used different bee attractants to find out which one is the best. So, the work has certain value in the field of pollinators.
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	A post-hoc analysis of the treatment means at different observational dates need to incorporate.
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