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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 
 

 
Female pineapple workers in Bangladesh's Moulvibazar district were studied to determine the factors 
that influence their economic contribution and decision-making. The topic of the paper is interesting and 
relevant to the household income and decision-making of female pineapple workers. On paper, the 
study's objectives and hypotheses were ignored. Age, education, work experience, and personal savings 
all had a positive and significant impact on women's ability to contribute to household income, according 
to the study's findings. According to the findings of this study, female workers were hindered in their 
ability to contribute to household income and decision-making due to a variety of factors including low 
wages, physical injuries, long work hours, a lack of training, and poor working conditions. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Need objectives. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Both the abstract and the objectives should be rewritten. 
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