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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 detailed economic analysis of commercial beekeeping using Apis mellifera in Himachal Pradesh. The study offers practical insights into profitability, cost structure, and scale economics of stationary and migratory beekeeping systems. The findings are useful for researchers, extension workers, and policymakers involved in apiculture development and rural livelihood enhancement. The work contributes region-specific empirical data that supports sustainable apiculture promotion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the objectives and content of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly presents the objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusions. Minor improvements are suggested to ensure consistency in reported honey yield values and to briefly mention the sample size. Overall, the abstract adequately represents the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is appropriate for an economic feasibility study, data analysis is logical, and interpretations are supported by results and literature. Minor clarifications regarding assumptions in cost and revenue calculations would further strengthen the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and relevant to the study. Most citations are recent and appropriate. Minor formatting consistency in references is recommended.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical errors, repetition, and sentence structure issues are present. Language editing is recommended to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structured and presents useful findings. Minor revisions are suggested for language polishing, consistency in numerical data, and improved presentation of tables and figures.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were identified.
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