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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 manuscript provides a comprehensive and well-structured analysis of the profitability and cost structure of honey production among different scales of beekeeping in Kolhapur, Maharashtra. The study contributes significant insights into the economics of apiculture, particularly highlighting the role of economies of scale in enhancing profitability. By comparing small, medium, and large-scale beekeepers, the findings provide valuable guidance for policymakers, researchers, and practitioners in designing sustainable strategies for honey production. 

The conclusions are highly relevant for improving rural livelihoods and promoting sustainable agricultural practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, clear, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
Suggestion: No change required.

	

	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 well written, concise, and includes the objectives, methodology, findings, and key implications of the study. However, I suggest explicitly adding one line on the significance of the findings for rural livelihoods to make it more impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. The methodology is clear, data collection is systematic, and the analysis appropriately uses cost concepts, benefit-cost ratios, and comparative evaluations. Results are logically discussed and well-supported by tables and references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, relevant, and include recent sources, such as the National Bee Board (2023) and other contemporary studies. No additional references are required.
	

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


	The language is clear, coherent, and suitable for scholarly publication. Minor grammatical improvements can be made, but they do not affect readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is an excellent contribution to agricultural economics and sustainable apiculture research. It could be further strengthened by briefly highlighting the policy implications of the findings in the conclusion.

The manuscript is scientifically strong, well-organized, and impactful. Minor suggestions on adding one sentence in the abstract and enhancing policy insights in the conclusion would make it even more valuable.
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