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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 study provides valuable empirical evidence on the economics of beekeeping across different scales in Kolhapur district, Maharashtra. It demonstrates how economies of scale impact profitability and cost structures, which is important for agricultural economics, rural livelihood studies, and apiculture development. The findings will be useful for policymakers, extension workers, and farmer cooperatives in designing support strategies for small and medium beekeepers. Additionally, it highlights the potential of apiculture as a sustainable income source and a tool for biodiversity conservation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and suitable. However, a slightly shorter alternative could be: “Economics of Honey Production Across Beekeeping Scales in Kolhapur District, Maharashtra”.
	

	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-structured and informative, clearly stating objectives, methods, key findings, and implications. However, it could be shortened slightly by removing detailed figures, focusing instead on main comparative trends and policy implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound. It follows appropriate methodology (cost concepts, B:C ratio, profitability analysis) and provides well-organized results with sufficient interpretation. The sample size (60 beekeepers) is modest but adequate for the study area. The discussion is linked to existing literature, which adds credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and include both classic and recent works (e.g., National Bee Board 2023, The Pipl 2024). A few more recent journal papers on Indian apiculture economics could strengthen the background and discussion.
	

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


	The English is understandable but could be polished. Some sentences are long and repetitive. Minor grammatical corrections and improved phrasing would enhance clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are detailed and helpful, but the manuscript would benefit from improved formatting and consistency in units (e.g., spacing in numbers, Rs. vs ₹). The conclusion is strong but could be made more concise.
The manuscript is scientifically sound and relevant. Minor revisions in language, reference strengthening, and formatting would improve its quality.
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