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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.
	From my perspective, this manuscript is important to the scientific community for the following reasons:
1. Studies like this one define the importance of how agricultural production territories can be self- determined, especially when climate is a factor that may or may not lead to changes in response variables.
2. Pollination as an environmental and productive service of bees has been seen as part of studies in various areas, not only agroecology but also entomology or studies of animal diversity and their role in the ecosystem.
3. Regarding temperate climate crops such as those defined for this study (Prunus amygdalus, Bastch), pollination is a condition that must be evaluated due to the impact of other factors or environmental services, such as the incidence of necessary sunlight.
4. The influence of pollinators on fruit formation means that in this case, pollination by Hymenoptera such as Apis mellifera is crucial. Measuring pollination also refers to an indirect measurement of other variables, not only of the fruit but of the plant in general.
5. The variables determined by the effect of pollination are diverse, not only measurable in fruits, as in this case. case but can also occur at the general level of biomass formation, measurable in many scientific
studies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is balanced in terms of word count and includes the scientific names necessary to identify which species the author will mention as part of the study. The title is tailored to the study being conducted and the content it covers.
	

	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 should be 200 words long and well-organized. It presents the objective and also mentions general conclusions. It is recommended that scientific names be written in italics.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is. The author presents some sections clearly, such as: a) Title of the article, b) Abstract, c) Introduction, approximately two pages long, in which the last three lines define the objective of the research, which is consistent with the title.
The author defines Materials and Methods; I believe it should be "Materials and Methods." In this last section, he mentions three treatments and how the results for each of these treatments were analyzed using SPSS software.
The author adds a section on results and discussions, an important part that breaks down the results according to the 11 variables stated in the methodology. Finally, he presents the conclusions and bibliographic references.
It presents a total of 4 tables that are organized and define the systematized structure of the variables. Check whether the table headers are at the top or bottom of the tables.
It is important that the conclusions include some role of pollinating species that interact with the different almond varieties and with Apis mellifera itself.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author presents a total of 29 references that are classified into the following years:
+ Less than 1990: 1986 (1)
+ Year 1990 and less than year 2000: 1996 (1), 1998 (1)
+ Year 2000 and less than year 2020: 2000 (1), 2001 (2), 2003 (1), 2004 (4), 2005 (3), 2008 (2), 2009 (1), 2011
(1), 2013 (2), 2014 (1), 2017 (3), 2018 (1), 2019 (1)
+ From year 2020 to year 2025: 2020 (2), 2021 (1)
It is mandatory to update the references with authors who are from the years 2020 to 2025.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	It is a suitable English.
There are no spelling or writing problems. The ideas are understandable and clear enough for a scholarly reader
	

	Optional/General comments
	No comments
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   Reviewer details:
   
[bookmark: _Hlk197528406]   Héctor Tecumshé Mojica Zárate, Universidad Autónoma Chapingo, México
  




