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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	With‌ such a rapidly increasing problem that is artificial light at night (ALAN) and its impact on nocturnal pollinators, this manuscript fits perfectly the topic of the day. ALAN pretty much everywhere is a matter of concern from the point of view of biodiversity, ecosystem services, and agricultural productivity. Current knowledge is reviewed in the paper, which also combines worldwide as well as Indian cases to pinpoint the interaction of light with pollinator behavior at the physiological level. This kind of research is compulsory to the scientific community, conservation practitioners, and decision-makers in charge of light pollution, loss of biodiversity, and environmental ‍‌sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is clear, engaging, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. 

	


	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 a good outline of the major discoveries and the importance of the study. Nevertheless, it has the potential to be enhanced by:

Including a short and clear sentence that conveys the primary suggestions or relief methods.

Clarifying by cutting down on the statements that are somewhat repetitive of each ‌other.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript exhibits scientific rigor, is logically organized, and represents a detailed synthesis of the literature. The paper provides good explanations of the mechanisms, case studies, and ecological consequences. The authors use consistent argumentation and their conclusions are backed by the references. Tables and figures make the comprehension easier. In general, the manuscript conforms to scientific principles and is technically ‌sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent (2013–2025) and relevant.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and academically appropriate English.
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