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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
This study only considers possible publication in the short communication format.  
 
Some corrections / suggestions are directly related to the manuscript file. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

This study is fairly elementary, and publication in the form of an article may not be 
adequate, but how short communication is entirely possible. I also believe that there 
are flaws in the text of the manuscript, for example, at no time is the species of the 
bee informed (I believe it is produced by a bee of the species Apis mellifera). 
Another aspect is that there is not any kind of chemical characterization, even if 
simple as the phenolic content, for example, or even if possible of flavonoids. 
English requires an adjustment. Finally, I consider it appropriate only the publication 
if reformulated for short communication. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details) 
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