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	The manuscript seems to be significantly improved and the authors followed most of the suggestion and addressed most of the issues. The methods are now clearer and thus the results and discussion appear also more structured. I appreciated the improvements done to the manuscript. 
However, I found some other issues that the authors may want to address before the publication of the manuscript. These are only related to quality of English (which really improved from the first version). There are still some sentences that sounds a bit weird and some small typing mistakes that can be corrected before publication.

For example:
in the abstract the sentence - Eristalini dominate overall, but crop-specific trends were evident.- the verb should be dominated

In the results it is stated that there is a total of 12 species framework, but there are only ten species recorded, as it is specified in the brackets of the same sentence. Saying “a total of 12 species’’ seems misleading.

Here some weird sounding sentencese:

“Investigations revealed that, out of total (n=90), litchi had 57 while guava had 33 syrphids, consequently litchi ecosystem was more visitor-frequent”

Lithchi was more visitor-frequent seems strange, the authors could rephrase this as “…,consequently ecosystems attracted more flower-visiting hoverflies”. That is just an example to improve the sentence.

In the discussion Sarcophaga is typed with a mistake.

“This reflected the suitable composition of different food sources in the former ecosystem and healthiness of surrounding environment although the fluctuations in counts maybe accounted to several differences one of which maybe time frame for observing records”
Here this sentence is extremely confusing and confused. I suggest to revise it completely and maybe split it into two more readable and clear sentences.


I suggest to carefully check again all the sentences of the paper to further improve the readability and the quality of English.
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