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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.

	This study is important for taking attention to benefit of polunatory incests in the agricultural production for yield and quality.
It has many scientific data and studies.
However, it should be rewritten due to lack of enough scientific discussion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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.

	· Abstract is very short, it is not comprehensive info about when studies conducted, how conducted, what is important other results etc ?
· In the abstract even authors claim they found 51 species but according to their explanation it was 47 species (During the study 51 species of flower visitors/ pollinators were recorded which include 19 species of Hymenoptera, 15 species of Lepidoptera, seven species of Diptera and six species of Coleoptera.) Also it should be compared to table 1, both orders and families should be clearly mentioned. Unidentified species should be removed from article.
· Keywords aren’t enough. Some important keywords should be added.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
Abstract, method should be clearly redesigned. Conclusion should be added, new literatures should be added.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not enough
	

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

	Optional/General comments

	· Introduction is well written, explanation is enough.
· There are 33 species including 2 unknown species in tablo 2. 18 species have not been foraging even at any period of day according to table 2.
· Although the authors mention that studies lasted 22 weeks but there is no clear date when the beginning or surveying. 
· The study year only mentioned one time in the method. About sampling, surveying, the year, the dates should be well explained in the method and abstract.
· Majority of references date back to 1949, 1970s, older than 2000s, it would be better to compare with new studies as well, the discussion and conclusion should be supported by comprehensive literatures.
· There is no conclusion, detailed discussion, what they are propose for protection these beneficial insects. What is difference between chemical pesticides implemented and unimplemented, what is their observation? How they would like to encourage producers for protecting the fauna of the insects. Etc.
· Saeed S., Malik S.A., Dad K., Sajjad A. and Ali M. (2012) wasn’t listed in literatures, however, absent in article.
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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? 

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