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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.


	The manuscript underscore significances of diversity and abundance studies in the varied horticulture ecosytems for the benefit of pollination and apicultural farming. Additionally, the knowledge of the study will improve the understanding of pollinating agents and its production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable.
	

	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 comprehensive. This abstract is well stated, justified for study using appropriate methods/materials. The data is replained and discussed in the abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The mauscript adopted a scientific approach of writing manuscript  i.e  Abstract is provided. Introduction: The Syrphids, abundance, diversity and current studies are rationed. Material and Methods: This step is well described; sweep net methods, wet and dry methods depicting clarity by researchers. The diversity indices used are apt for statitistical analysi of the data. Results: The results are appropriately described; can be dependent on by collated researchers; The data is well presented and tabulated correctly. Good results. Discussion: The dat is proper explaiened and corroborated with previous studies and its applications can be be adopted . Consequently, I highly recommend the manuscript for publicatin.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient because contemporary researchers/specielists in the area of study and underscore similairty of resilts/data.
	

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


	The english is suitable and commendable. Infact there no grammatical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I) Generally, the manuscript has is good for publication. The author(s) have shown high professional skill in presenting scientific  manuscript with no grammatical error. They deserve commendation
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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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