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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript is of vital importance for the maintenance of biodiversity, the promotion of an agricultural practices that has been neglected by those involve in sustainable agricultural production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title and keywords do not match the proposal manuscript. I suggest the following title and keywords : “Pollination efficiency of Apis mellifera L. (Hymenoptera : Apidae) on flowers of Foeniculum vulgare L. (Apiaceae) at Ayodhya Region Uttar Pradesh.
Keywords : Apis mellifera, Foeniculum vulgare, flowers, pollination
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive but does not clearly explain the methodology used. For example, it is not clear whether the work covers one or two seasonal years, in the dry or rainy season.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the manuscript provided, it appears to be scientifically correct if in its approach and findings, the work extends over at least two seasons so that the statistics can reinforce the good results obtained 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliographical review, though meagre and not recent, contains the essential contributions of authors who were pionners in the study of the activities of floricultural insects
	

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


	The writing is clear. The use of technical vocabulary is appropriate to the subject matter, indicating a good understanding of the field
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Review title and keywords
2. Review the methodology in the summary
3. Harmonized “honeybees” terms in the. Sometimes singular, sometimes plural
4. The manuscript is written in English, but the schedules in Table 1 and 2 are in French. Review 
As a comment, I propose that the methodology be completed by clearly specifying the two study periods, and that the results be tabulated by year of study, with comparisons between years
PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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