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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 
 

1. INTRODUCTION. This is too scanty. Rework introduction to give us the facts about 
multidimensional poverty in India and the selected Districts, and highlight the 
background problems that motivated this study. 

2. LITERATURE REVIEW. This section is completely missing. This must be done to open 
up gaps in he literature which this study intended to fill. 

3. METHODOLOGY. This section is not completed. It failed to mention: (i) sample size(s), 
(ii) method of estimation, (iii) method of data analysis, and (iv) validity of the methods 
used. 

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION. The paper failed to provide the reason(s) for the 
findings, that is, why is dimension of poverty higher in some states/Districts and 
lower in others? 

5. CONCLUSION. There is/are no recommendations. The recommendations of the study 
must be state, and should be linked to the major findings.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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