
 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Agricultural Extension, Economics & Sociology 
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJAEES_91580 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Impact of Small Enterprise Loan Programme of Palli Daridro Bimochon Foundation on the Beneficiaries Socio-Economic Development: a case of Bangladesh 

Type of the Article  
 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalajaees.com/index.php/AJAEES/editorial-policy ) 
 

 



 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

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 
 

Dear Author(s), 

Please find below my concerns and recommendations regarding your manuscript proposal entitled “Impact of Small Enterprise Loan 

Programme of Palli Daridro Bimochon Foundation on the Beneficiaries Socio-Economic Development: a case of Bangladesh”. 

In the Introduction section, you should clearly define the following important aspects: 

- The research question(s); 

- The research goal. 

Also, you should use here some references, because at this moment there are not any references in the Introduction. Thus, I recommend you 

to cite the following valuable resources: https://doi.org/10.15240/tul/001/2021-2-007, https://doi.org/10.46281/ijsmes.v1i1.62, 

https://doi.org/10.34104/ajssls.020.056062, https://doi.org/10.1002/app5.286, https://doi.org/10.3390/joitmc5030063. By citing the 

recommended references, you will improve the general context of your research proposal. 

At the end of Introduction, you should clearly define the research hypotheses. Every modern research article must have at least one research 

hypothesis. 

In the section “Methodology”, please define the term “upazila”, because the readers don’t know what it means. 

In the section “2.2. Population and Sampling”, please clarify the difference between the initial sample size (838 respondents) and the final 

sample (271 respondents). What criteria did you use to reduce the sample from 838 to 271? 

In section “2.4. Measurement of  Dependent Variable” you present the equation regression model. Please explain how did you select the 

independent variables. I recommend you to invoke here some references from the literature so that you justify the variables. 

After table 4, I recommend you to shortly discuss about the problem of multicollinearity and VIF (variance inflation factor). You should cite here 

https://doi.org/10.3390/admsci10040096 because this article is about multilinear regression technique. 

The “Conclusions” section should be improved by including the following important aspects: 

- The main findings of your research; 

- The research limitations; 

- The managerial implications; 

- The future research directions. 

Dear Author(s), 

Please consider all the above remarks as being constructive recommendations in order to improve the general quality of your manuscript 

proposal. 

Kind Regards! 
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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 
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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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