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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 study demonstrates Apis mellifera's significant role in boosting fennel yield, providing empirical data to guide sustainable farming in India. Its comparative analysis of pollination methods offers practical insights for enhancing seed spice productivity. These findings support pollinator conservation initiatives while contributing to global discourse on agroecological sustainability and food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable. 
Alternative: Impact of Apis mellifera Pollination on Fennel (Foeniculum vulgare) Yield at Ayodhya, U. P
	

	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.


	Abstract clearly states methods, treatments, and key results and highlights yield differences between pollination modes.

Add: Mention if differences between treatments (bee/self/open pollination) were statistically significant (e.g.: Bee pollination significantly increased yield compared to other treatments (p < 0.05))
Add: Specify the units for yield, test weight
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study uses a proper randomized block design with good replication and factors like yield, seed number, and seed weight were considered. The statistical methods (ANOVA, LSD) were suitable for this type of experiment.

The results match what we know about how bees help crop yields and the foraging behaviour observations provide useful extra information.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Citations are outdated (e.g., Mishra 1998) or vague (Anonymous 2020). Replace with recent, authoritative sources (e.g.: Spices Board India 2020 for production data)
	

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


	The manuscript is generally comprehensible, with a logical flow of ideas. Technical terms (e.g: randomized block design, foraging behavior) are used correctly and also the structure follows academic conventions (Abstract, Introduction, Methods, etc.).
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In introduction, the research gap and objectives are implied but not explicitly stated. Clearly define the study’s aims in the final paragraph (e.g.: This study quantifies Apis mellifera’s pollination efficiency in fennel under North Indian conditions...).
2. Italicize all scientific names consistently (Foeniculum vulgare, Apis mellifera). Specify Apis species (e.g.: A. dorsata) on first mention.
3. Professional Proofreading to fix grammatical errors and improve flow. Use Active Voice where appropriate (e.g.: We observed vs. it was observed).
4. All references in the bibliography should be cited in the text. Please ensure that each source has a corresponding in-text citation where it is used or discussed.

5. Some references are repeated in the bibliography. Please check and consolidate them to avoid redundancy.
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