Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ JSRR_153901

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Species Composition and Foraging Dynamics of Bee Species on Vigna radiata (L.) Wilczek in the Semi-Arid Region of Jodhpur Rajasthan-India

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 presents the inaugural extensive evaluation of bee diversity and foraging ecology on green gram in the semi-arid region of Jodhpur. By identifying key pollinators and measuring their efficiency for each species, it gives important information for protecting pollinators, making pulse production more sustainable, and making agro-ecosystems more resilient in dry climates.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. Species Composition… of Bee Species: the word "species" is used twice in the same phrase.  Foraging Activity" or "Foraging Parameters" is more accurate accordig to your study instead of Foranging Dynamics. Jodhpur Rajasthan-India must be Jodhpur, Rajasthan, India. 
Suggested revised title: Bee Pollinator Assemblage and Foraging Activity on Vigna radiata (L.) Wilczek in the Semi-Arid Agroecosystem of Jodhpur, Rajasthan, 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.


	No. The abstract requires complete rewriting.
You mentioned: whereas Amegilla niveocincta showed the slowest the lowest abundance: a double typographical error in a single phrase; should mention the lowest abundance.
No total number of observed individuals (692 across two years) is stated, making quantitative claims poor.
Then, please mention Total no. of individuals and time or duration of study.
No statistical test, F-value, or p-value is reported anywhere in the manuscript. The word "significant" cannot be used without statistical proving data.

The phrase: emphasizing the potential role of Amegilla species in improving pollination of green gram looks over claimed currently, you can remove this or add supporting evidence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In Introduction: Mungbean (Vigna radiata L.) Wilczek. belonging to the family Fabaceae, recognized as the third most significant pulse crop cultivated in India. Suggestions:  Remove full stop after Wilczek and add is after Fabaceae.
Despite being primary a self-pollinated it must be Primarily.

"Jaff et al., 2010" in text; reference list spells it Jaffe. Please rectify.

Materials and Methods:

Mungbean floral morphology, nectar secretion, and bee attractiveness vary between varieties. The cultivar(s)/variety(s) used must be stated or mention atleast local variety for general culltivars.

Pollinator abundance was recorded by counting individuals within a 1 m² area for 5 minutes was mentioned but, How many quadrats per place? Per observation day, how many sites? The paper uses "Mean of 5 replications" in table footnotes without defining one.
Mention statistical values like F value/ P value / Df / ANOVA etc.. Without these, no claims of "significant variation" are valid.
Change Table1 total like this : 310+382 = 692.
Table 4; 4th no: Apis mellifera peak foraging period is listed as "9:00 am – 10:30 pm" How pm??? Change to am or give supporting proof.
Apis dorsata is listed as having a peak of "4:00 pm – 6:00 pm" in Table 4 (evening) and again in Discussion section authors wrote: Peak foraging occurred during morning hours in X. fenestrata, C. binghami and A. dorsata… How evening and morning has peak activity of A. dorsata ???
The authors mentioned "All recorded species were observed collecting both nectar and pollen" but Thyreus histrio is a confirmed cleptoparasitic bee (cuckoo bee); female Thyreus do not collect pollen for offspring provisions HOW CAN YOU JUSTIFY THIS?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient. 
Klein et al. (2007) and Singh et al. (2019) are totally missing from the list.
Van Rheenen (1964) is very old, better to use latest study.

Raina et al. 2025 only lists pages 688–91. 688 to 91????

	

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


	Yes partially. 
In Results and discussion, SPELLING MISTAKE colleting, specific-specific to Species-Specific, Bees species visiting the flowers were recorded to Bee species Please correct.

Pollinator abundance were recorded not were it must be WAS.

Table  headers: 2022-23 and 2023-25, check how can you give 2 years (2023-25). Check it.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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