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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 manuscript provides a comprehensive and integrative assessment of insect pollinator diversity in apple orchards of the Kashmir Valley, combining traditional morphometric analyses with molecular DNA barcoding. By documenting both managed and wild pollinators, it fills a critical knowledge gap in a region where baseline data on pollinator communities are scarce. The study elucidates the functional significance of pollinator traits, altitudinal adaptations, and their direct impact on fruit quality, offering insights into ecosystem services and agricultural productivity. Furthermore, the molecular validation of species identities and assessment of genetic connectivity provide a valuable reference for future conservation, ecological monitoring, and sustainable orchard management strategies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Consider adding the word “diversity” explicitly, e.g., “Integrative Morphometric and DNA Barcoding Analysis of Insect Pollinator Diversity in Apple Orchards of the Kashmir Valley, India.”
	

	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 could be clearer if structured as: Background → Methods → Results → Conclusion.
Currently, morphometrics and DNA barcoding are mentioned together; separating them would improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound.

· The study design, morphometric and DNA barcoding methods, and data analyses are appropriate.

· Results are clearly presented and supported by the data.

· Ecological and agricultural interpretations are logical and consistent with current knowledge.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant; however, the list would benefit from including more recent research (2020–2025) to strengthen the manuscript’s currency and relevance.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and scientifically appropriate. However, a few sections could benefit from minor editing for conciseness and flow, especially in the Discussion. Overall, the manuscript is well-written and understandable for an academic audience.


	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	


Reviewer details:

Nurdiyana ‘Aqilah Binti Roslan, Universiti Tunku Abdul Rahman (UTAR), Malaysia 

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


