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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.
	The findings indicate that scientific apiculture using movable-frame wooden hives offers a more productive and sustainable alternative to traditional honey-hunting from wild Apis dorsata colonies, and that the Ambikapur region possesses considerable untapped potential for apicultural development, rural income generation, and pollination-linked agricultural improvement.

	




PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback (Revision of the Manuscript and Feedback of Authors are mandatory for Rating of 2 and 1)

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4- TRY TO MAKE IT CATCHY 
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NEED IMPROVEMENT
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 NO
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	4, TABLES NEED TO CHECEKD WITH NOMENCLATURE
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	BCR NEEDS TO ADDED, BENEFIT COST RATIO –

REFER THIS
https://doi.org/10.56557/jafsat/2025/v12i49713.	Comment by AKASH A: ADD THIS 


	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	ADD THEM – CITE THEM – REFER THEM

Among the insect pollinators, solitary and social bees provide most pollination in both managed and natural ecosystems
In India, Apis cerana and Apis mellifera are commonly reared for their high honey production and minimal swarming behavior.((Rabeena et al,2025) ) – 	Comment by AKASH A: Much needed information is added, add few detailed information about the apiary system in india

 Rabeena, I., A. Akash, S. Pragathy, and A. Leo Infant. 2025. “The Warming Threat: Climate Change Is Devastating Honeybee Populations”. Asian Journal of Environment & Ecology 24 (7):263-75. https://doi.org/10.9734/ajee/2025/v24i7767.

The National Beekeeping and Honey Mission (NBHM), launched by the Ministry of Agriculture and Farmers Welfare, focuses on the comprehensive development of the beekeeping sector. Its core goals include advancing scientific beekeeping practices, improving infrastructure, offering training, and supporting marketing efforts as part of the ‘Sweet Revolution.’ The mission seeks to enhance honey production and strengthen bee health through modern techniques, along with providing skill development and capacity-building opportunities for beekeepers. Additionally, the government offers a 35% subsidy for bee farming ventures in India, reducing the personal investment required from farmers to just 5%(Akash, A et al., 2025)	Comment by AKASH A: Initiatives from government for apiculture can be added in intro part of apiculture
Akash A, Logeshkumar, Muthuraja Vikaash, Bhavanasi Satheesh, Muhilan G, Santhosh K, Kuppuraj Saravanan, and Akhil S. 2025. “Scientific Beekeeping and Commercial Honey Production: A Case Study at KARE Crop Cafeteria, Krishnankovil, Tamil Nadu, India”. Journal of Advances in Food Science & Technology 12 (4):1–13. https://doi.org/10.56557/jafsat/2025/v12i49713.	Comment by AKASH A: ADD THIS 



	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	




PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

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


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	NOMENCLATURE NEEDS TO BE CHECKED THROUGHOUT THE PAPER

TO SUPPORT THE CONCLUSION, WE NEED SOLID PROOF LIKE EXAMINATION/CALC OF BCR

CHECK WITH THE NOMENCLATURE BEFORE PRINTING
RESULTS NEEDS TO BE STRONG 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	NOT SUFFICIENT

ADD MORE, CITE MORE, GATHER MORE INFORMATIONS
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	NO
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