EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. The study design and methodology (culture-based isolation, biochemical characterization, and basic statistical analysis) are generally acceptable. However, the manuscript relies only on classical culture-dependent methods, which limits the completeness of microbiome characterization. Some methodological details need clarification (sample size per group, replication, and statistical reporting). The interpretation of some results should be more cautious, especially when discussing “beneficial” versus “harmful” bacteria.

 The manuscript would benefit from clearer structure and more concise writing.

•  Scientific names (e.g., Apis mellifera) should be consistently italicized.

•  Units and numerical expressions should be standardized throughout the text.

•  Figures and tables should be carefully checked for clarity and consistency.

•  The discussion should better distinguish between results obtained in this study and information taken from the literature.

	1. All the scientific names have been italicised.
2. Units and numerical expressions have been standardised throughout the text.
3. Figures and tables have been checked for clarity and consistency.
4. Results and discussion are separate now, and a few more relevant recent references have been added.

5. A short Limitations and Future Research section has been included.
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