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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.


	This is an important manuscript providing information on conservation status and importance of pollinators. It offers an understanding of species diversity and distribution of the pollinator and indicates their potential in pollination for agricultural function. The manuscript offers information to science on how to manipulate their foraging and nesting behaviours to enhance pollinator availability especially under uncertainty of climate change, pollution and habitat degradation that affect heavily natural bee pollinators.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is appropriate.
	

	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.


	It is close to be comprehensive. Study design could be improved to make it informative. Results section is too wordy. It could be summarized abit.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are sufficient. Manuscript has inadequate recent five years back citation. Citation should be synchronized with reference list. There are many citing than reference list, Reference 27 has been repeated, while in the manuscript Sadeh et al appears twice as Sadeh 2007 and Sadeh et l 2010. Font size and sryle not similar in the reference list
	

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


	Yes, it is
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is of importance and good quality.
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