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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 
 

 

 
# The study lacked the scientific method in determining the factors affecting the studied 
phenomenon, and focused on the results and interpretations of previous studies. 
# The researcher did not mention the size of the sample to which the questionnaire was 
distributed, in addition to the fact that he did not indicate the validity and reliability coefficient 
of the questionnaire. 
# There is no description for the statistics procedure and there is no control region to detect 
the effect of the study assumption factors. 
# The majority of the study focused on honey bees and ignored other insect pollinators. 
 

 

 

 
#This study has been done to assess farmers’ knowledge about pollinators 
decline and management practices. 
#Mentioned now the sample size of the farmers surveyed 
 
# Calculated the %age for comparison purpose 
 
# This study stressed on honey bees being efficient and most abundant 
pollinators.   

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
There are many notes fixed on the manuscript text that need to be corrected. 
 
 

 
 
Needful has been done 
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