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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The article titled “Regional Variations and Adaptive Morphology of Apis cerana Forelegs Across India” presents novel insights into the variation in foreleg morphology influenced by environmental factors. It highlights the morphological diversity and functional adaptations of Apis cerana, enhancing our understanding of how environmental conditions shape honeybee morphology.
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	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.


	It looks like the abstract is not structured. It is recommended that the abstract follows a structured format to help readers quickly understand the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1) The introduction section of the manuscript includes only two references, which are insufficient. Additional relevant references should be included to enhance its effectiveness.

2) In the Materials and Methods section, it is not necessary to describe the dissection and analysis of forelegs in detail. Instead, you can focus on outlining the process of morphometric measurement and the equipment used.

3) In Result section, if possible include figures of forelegs for clarity of the presentation
4) In the Discussion section, it is essential to include relevant references that support the results and strengthen the interpretation of the findings.  
	

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

Verify all the references and include in the introduction and discussion section as per their relevance. You can read carefully the following reference which may increase effectiveness.
Baskaran, M. (2016). Variation in the morphological characters of the Indian honey bee Apis cerana indica (Fabr.) from northern to southern India. Journal of Apicultural Research, 55(3), 221–227. https://doi.org/10.1080/00218839.2016.1225446 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no ethical issues in the manuscript.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, I do not think there are competing interest issues in this manuscript

	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	I do not have any suspect of plagiarism
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	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Major Revision: (>7-8)


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	It is necessary to revise the following sections of the manuscript
1) Introduction section: includes only two references, which are insufficient. Additional relevant references should be included to enhance its effectiveness.

2) Materials and Methods section: Remove the description process of the dissection and analysis of forelegs in detail. Instead, focus on outlining the process of morphometric measurement and the equipment used.

3) Result section: if possible include figures of forelegs for clarity of the presentation
4) Discussion section: it is essential to include relevant references that support the results and strengthen the interpretation of the findings.

5) Reference section: It is necessary to verify all the references and include in the introduction and discussion section as per their relevance. 
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