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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
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1. Author has to revise the manuscript and re-paraphrase it with suitable sentences.

2. Under the part of introduction, 4th line is not clear with the number of people. So,
author has to check it and make it with clear report.

3. Each section in this manuscript it not numbered.

4. What is CBN quarters? Given under sampling technique at 6th line.

5. How did the author draw sample size from the actual number of household? What
systematic has been adopted ?

6. How did the author distinguish the economic and socio-demographic determinants?

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

1. Author has to revise the manuscript and re-paraphrase it with suitable sentences
(some sentences from abstract is not seems like correct).
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