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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
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	The manuscript entitled ‘IMPACT OF IRREGULAR RAINFALL IN DIPLOKNEMA HONEY PRODUCTION AND MARKETING IN THE DARCHULA DISTRICT OF NEPAL (3100masl)’ is an original research article that comprehensively elaborating the honey production status in socio-economic terms in one district in Nepal. The objective is interesting and methodology is sound. However, the language revision and writing style should be painstakingly done. 
Yes. But it can be improved. 
Yes. But its too detailed, it should be within 250 word count. Revise it and be specific in abstract.
Yes. 

Yes. But it should be improved before final publication. 

Yes. References are recent and sufficient. But its much better to support your findings by adding few more recent references.

Introduction section is too detailed, it should be more target based and specific according to objectives. Like delete the extra unnecessary details. And just be more comprehensive and specific. 
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Yes. It’s much better to be revised it by a native English speaker. 

	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Scientific names must be italic and abbreviated after their first use throughout the manuscript. There a lot of mistakes have been noted. 
2.  At first use give the abbreviated form. 
3. Add about possible analysed effect of non-registered former. 

4. Cost production analysis

5. What are possible future recommendations? 

6. State your objective clearly in abstract and introduction section. 

7. Quality of first two figures should be improved. Redraw it and use English language for graphical description. 
8. Check the spelling and words mistakes throughout the manuscript. Some specific faults have been found. 
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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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