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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 investigates the nutritional composition, antioxidant activity, and potential functional food applications of multifloral honey and bee pollen. The comprehensive analytical approach, covering proximate composition, vitamins, minerals, fatty acids, and amino acids, provides detailed insights into the health benefits of these bee-derived products. The findings can inform both product development in the nutraceutical sector and public health recommendations on functional food intake.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alternative title:

"Nutritional and Functional Potential of Honey and Bee Pollen as Natural Health Foods"

or

"Bee-Derived Superfoods: Nutritional and Antioxidant Properties of Honey and Pollen"
	

	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.


	Consider rewriting the opening sentence more formally: Honey and bee pollen are nutrient-rich natural products with promising health benefits.

Explicitly state the significance of findings in the concluding sentence: These findings reinforce their classification as functional foods and highlight their potential role in disease prevention and health promotion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically correct:

Methods follow established standards (AOAC, FSSAI, cited analytical procedures).

Results are presented clearly with appropriate statistical analysis (mean ± SD, ANOVA).

Discussion interprets results in context of existing literature and acknowledges limitations (e.g., honey's simpler composition vs. pollen) and the conclusions align with the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and relevant, covering foundational and recent literature up to 2020. However, adding 1–2 recent studies (2021–2024) would help contextualize the findings in current research trends.
	

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


	Generally clear but requires minor edits for grammatical precision
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are appropriate and informative. Ensure all are clearly labeled and referenced in the text.

The conclusion is strong and well-aligned with the data.

Consider adding a brief discussion on potential limitations (e.g., sample variability, bioavailability).
Clarify "Methylglycosol" in Table 1 (typo for Methylglyoxal?).
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