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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.


	In the areas of apiculture, rural livelihoods, and agricultural extension, this paper tackles a significant and practically pertinent problem. Particularly in India's rural and tribal areas, beekeeping is essential to sustainable agriculture, nutritional security, and economic diversification. The study offers region-specific empirical knowledge that can help policy design, extension plans, and focused interventions by methodically identifying and ranking the production and marketing restrictions experienced by beekeepers in South Gujarat. Researchers, decision-makers, and development organizations striving to promote beekeeping as a viable source of income will find the results useful.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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 study's background, aims, methods, key findings, and consequences are all succinctly and clearly presented in the abstract. It does a good job of summarizing the manufacturing and marketing limitations found using Garrett's ranking method.
Suggestion: To improve methodological clarity, the abstract could briefly discuss the sample size (120 beekeepers) and the analytical approach employed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The text is good in terms of science. With a well-defined study region, a sound sample plan, and the application of a recognized analytical instrument (Garrett's ranking approach), the research design is suitable. Reliability is ensured by collecting data through in-person interviews, and the results are presented logically with appropriate interpretation and connections to earlier research. There is substantial empirical backing for the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references, which span both ancient and modern literature in agricultural economics and apiculture, are sufficient, pertinent, and quite current. Citations from 2021 to 2025 increase the manuscript's applicability.
Suggestion: Global contextualization might be improved by include a few international research on the limitations of beekeeping or the effects of climate change on apiculture.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and overall presentation are suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables are informative and well-structured.

· The discussion section effectively compares findings with earlier studies.

· The policy implications could be further strengthened by briefly outlining actionable recommendations for extension agencies and government programs.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
	No ethical issues are observed.
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