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	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	· This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it addresses a critical gap in the literature regarding the chemical properties and quality assessment of honey from the Kashmir Valley, a region known for its unique floral diversity. 
· By providing detailed, region-specific data, the study contributes valuable insights into how geographical and botanical factors influence honey composition, which is essential for both local and global honey production standards.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The current title, "Chemical Characterization and Quality Assessment of Honey Produced in the Kashmir Valley," is generally suitable as it accurately reflects the content and focus of the study. However, it could be made more specific and engaging to better capture the study's scope.
· Suggested Alternative Title: "Comparative Analysis of Chemical Properties and Quality Indicators of Honey from Diverse Regions in the Kashmir Valley"
	

	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 too dense and lacks clarity. It could benefit from clearer segmentation, including background, methods, results, and conclusions.
· The keywords are broad and could be more specific to the study. 
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	· The introduction has several sections that provide excessive background information without clear relevance to the study's focus. For instance, the discussion on global honey production and export statistics could be condensed.

· The introduction should more clearly articulate the research gap. While it mentions the need for studies on honey from the Kashmir Valley, it could emphasize this point earlier and more strongly.
· Some methodological descriptions are vague or lack sufficient detail. For example, the collection process of honey samples from different districts should include more precise information on the selection criteria for the beekeepers and whether these were representative of the region.

· The manuscript mentions the use of SAS software for statistical analysis but lacks detail on the specific tests used, e.g., ANOVA, post-hoc tests, etc. This should be elaborated to ensure reproducibility.

· The results section is heavily reliant on tables, which are fine, but there is little narrative explanation of the data trends in the text. The discussion should more thoroughly compare the study’s findings with those from other regions or studies.
· Some statements, particularly those relating to previous studies, are not properly supported by references. Ensure that all data comparisons with past studies are cited correctly. 

· The conclusion summarizes the findings well but lacks broader implications. The potential impact of these findings on honey production, regulation, or consumer health should be discussed.


	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	· The manuscript appears scientifically robust and technically sound due to its systematic approach to evaluating the chemical properties of honey from multiple districts in the Kashmir Valley. The study employs well-established and widely accepted analytical methods.
	

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

-
	· The reference list should be reviewed for formatting consistency according to the journal's guidelines.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	· There are several grammatical errors and awkward phrasings throughout the manuscript. A thorough proofreading is needed.

	

	Optional/General comments
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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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