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	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.


	This article highlights that the diversity and foraging behaviours of species such as carpenter bees, dammer bees, blue-banded bees, sweat bees, and alkali bees contribute to enhanced pollination efficiency and crop productivity. Their presence ensures stable pollination services, especially amidst declining honeybee populations. Conservation measures, including habitat preservation and reduced pesticide use, are essential to sustain these pollinators. Integrating non-Apis bees into agricultural practices can improve crop yields and biodiversity, reinforcing their importance in sustainable horticultural systems. 

Research of this nature is increasingly essential in today's context, as it contributes to the restoration of pollinators and the broader ecosystem, thereby supporting biodiversity and ecological resilience. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article as proposed by the author is suitable and may be accepted as is.
	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract of the article provides a very concise overview, but little modifications may be made to enhance its impact and clarity:

- Objective
-Conclusion 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is well-structured, with each section properly organized, except the discussion. Based on the content presented, it appears that the discussion section is missing and should be incorporated. This section is essential for interpreting the results, linking them to existing research, and highlighting their significance. It should be added wherever appropriate to enhance the manuscript's depth and coherence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in the article are relevant but inadequate; on the other hands require revisions to align with the journal's author guidelines. Below are the necessary corrections: 
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The article is well-written and employs appropriate technical language for scholarly communication, making it suitable for publication after revision.
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	PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT
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