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Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important Yes
for scientific community?
The challenges have significant impacts on Revised

(Please write few sentences on
this manuscript)

2. s thetitle of the article
suitable?

(If not please suggest an
alternative title)

3. Isthe abstract of the article
comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure
of the manuscript
appropriate?

biodiversity, as the decline in pollinator populations can
lead to reduced plant reproduction, genetic
bottlenecks, and the collapse of plant-pollinator
networks
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5. Do you think the manuscript is
scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient
and recent? If you have
suggestion of additional
references, please mention in
the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6
points, reviewers are free to
provide additional
suggestions/comments)

Yes

Minor REVISION comments

Technical discussions on results are not given.
Related schemes are not discussed properly.
It is hard to identify the novelty of the
proposed work

Discuss the limitations and future scope of this
work.
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