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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	While the study's goal is clear, emphasize how this research builds on or differs from existing studies in the introduction. For instance, highlight the novelty of studying foreleg adaptations in Apis cerana across such diverse Indian regions.

Consistency in Terminology: Ensure consistent use of technical terms like "foreleg morphometry," "regional adaptations," and "environmental gradients" throughout the manuscript.

Integration of Figures and Tables: Mention all figures and tables explicitly in the text to ensure the results are well-supported and easy to follow. For example, reference Figure 2 more prominently when discussing cluster analysis results.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Very well
	

	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.


	Suggestion: Expand on the practical implications of the findings. For example, mention how understanding foreleg adaptations can contribute to better honeybee management or conservation practices.

Language Precision: Simplify phrases like "environmental influences" to "regional climatic and ecological conditions" for better clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Add a Clear Research Gap: Explicitly state what knowledge gaps this study fills regarding Apis cerana adaptations and their ecological relevance.

Example: "While the morphology of Apis cerana has been widely studied, regional adaptations in foreleg structure remain underexplored."

Strengthen Ecological Context: Briefly discuss how regional adaptations might affect pollination efficiency or colony survival under diverse environmental conditions.
Materials and Methods

Detailed Sampling Strategy: Clarify why specific locations were chosen to represent ecological diversity. For example, briefly discuss the unique climate or flora of regions like Srinagar or Tamil Nadu.

Statistical Methods: While PCA and cluster analysis are appropriate, provide more detail about the criteria used to interpret clusters or the rationale behind choosing these methods.
Emphasize Significant Findings: Highlight the most impactful variations, such as the larger forelegs in northern populations, and connect them to functional adaptations (e.g., handling high-altitude flora).

Expand on Table 1 and Figure 1:

Suggestion: Include a brief discussion in the results about how the variability in coxa and trochanter measurements relates to ecological factors.

Example: "The greater variability in the coxa and trochanter segments may indicate localized adaptations to unique floral structures in different regions.
Relate Results to Broader Concepts: Discuss how findings align with Bergmann's rule and clinal variation more thoroughly. Explain any deviations or unique patterns observed.

Implications for Conservation: Highlight how this knowledge can inform conservation strategies, such as protecting Apis cerana habitats or optimizing breeding programs.

Balance Between Regions: Discuss why northeastern populations exhibit intermediate traits and what this implies about their ecological positioning.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Update Citations: Ensure all references are up-to-date and relevant, particularly for regional ecology and morphometric studies of Apis cerana.

Standardize Format: Verify that reference formatting complies with the journal's requirements.
	

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


	It should be improved 
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No provided 

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No provided 
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

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)
	Serious Major revision: (>5-7)




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



	
	Author’s Feedback

	The manuscript should be greatly improved. The abstract is not informative. The introduction is very terse and simple, it does not justify why the work. The materials and methods do not have all the detailed methods and techniques used. Uninformative results and weak discussion.
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