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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.


	As reviewer of this manuscript, it is important for the scientific communities due to structurally and flows of idea are scientifically organized. Abstract, main body and references are properly written in this document it attracts scientific communities readers. This manuscript initiated other researchers/authors’ community used as a base line  for preparing of other manuscript related to beekeeping practices sustainability by the helps of innovative  rearing activity to maximize honeybee production and productivity
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable
	

	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.


	Yes, it has contains all important points and it helps to easily understand overall documents   from abstract part.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct due to the following requirement, such as  this manuscript accurately established and follows scientific theories, rule and principles relevant to the topics, it is free from contradiction, it contains up-to date knowledge, it follows proper interpretation, it has   transparency and accurately cited all sources and also including to clear and concise writing methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes, the way of English language interpretation/elaboration in this manuscript is very good and it is attractive structure for readers to scholar community.
	

	Optional/General comments


	All in one. This manuscript is good as my perspective because of novelty, contents, structure and scientifically flows of idea. But it needs some correction specially,  in citation part should be uniform, means that on one side cited author without year of  publication on the other hand author with years of publication cited substituted by   numbering with bracket  cited, so you must be follow similar citation rule.
	


	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)

Yes, the ethical issues in this manuscript are well incorporated and addressed as reviver of the document.  It is original document and free from plagiarism, properly write and attribute rather than direct copying the text and it includes synthesize and analyse information. This review manuscript describe as novel, should be contains a fresh perspective, synthesize, or analyse of the existing literature.   Unbiased and non-selective reporting seen in this manuscript during the reviewing time throughout the document.   Properly present and accurately describe the finding in this manuscript, free from data fabrication and  falsification, authorship issues a good contribution each individual significantly in the review manuscript providing by expertise and conducting literature searches. No personal and academics conflict interest, and clear transparency and responsibility in this manuscript. Free from citation manipulation as reviewer. By considering criteria of the ethical issues, this review manuscript is accurate, novel, unbiased and ethical sound, contributing  to the advancement of knowledge in their perspective fields, so journals also have a responsibility to scrutinize review article manuscript for potential ethical violations.   
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