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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.

	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	City’s name should be included in the article name.
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please refer more scientific papers for much larger over view of the area of the study as well as the methods used.
	

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

	
	

	Optional/General comments

	These are the major issues identified in the manuscript
1. A separate section should be included to describe the characteristics of the study area and its biodiversity potential, as beekeeping is strongly related to the richness and diversity of the existing biodiversity.
2. A location map should be included to provide readers with a clear understanding of the locational significance of the study area (please refer: http://dx.doi.org/10.53989/bu.ge.v7i2.7).
3. A proper methodology section needs to be incorporated, clearly explaining the methodological framework and flow, as this is currently absent in the manuscript.
4. The sources of data have not been mentioned. Please specify the primary as well as secondary data sources used in the study.
5. The manuscript should be arranged in a proper scientific order, beginning with Introduction, Study Area, Methodology, Data Sources, Results, Discussion, and Conclusion, followed by References.
6. A major drawback of the manuscript is that, although the authors claim the study was conducted in Bengaluru city, there is no evidence of such a scientific investigation in the content. 
7. The Aims and objectives of the study are not clearly presented. The only objective mentioned in the abstract“the socio-ecological dimensions of urban apiculture, using the framework of beekeeping in, of, and for the city to differentiate personal, contextual, and civic roles of beekeeping practices” is not addressed or substantiated anywhere in the article.
8. There is no consistency in the referencing style. Please adopt a uniform format such as APA style throughout the manuscript.
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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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