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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Technical components of the manuscript, viz. the grammar and sentence structure, 
need major revision. Some sentences are very long (e.g. 10 lines) which makes no 
sense as well as what the author(s) trying to convey becomes jumbled up.  
There is repeated usage of “we” in the manuscript, which should be rephrased to 
other pronoun: reason- this manuscript is not a product of ethnographic work, it is a 
scientific paper and thus any reference to first person should be omitted. 
The conclusion section is abrupt. It makes no sense. It does not give any conclusive 
information or anything. Revise and re-write the conclusion.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
There are minor mistakes in species names and the spellings, e.g. Apis, not Aphis (page 5) 
and other mistakes like “earwax” in page 5. Bees don’t produce earwax. 
Please check it thoroughly.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Check in-text citations/parenthesis.  
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