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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title 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? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 
review form. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to 
provide additional suggestions/comments) 

 

 
1. Undoubtedly, the issue of food security in rural areas has always been of great 

importance, and especially in the post-Cold War period, its importance has also 
increased. It is crucial that such articles must be highlighted with statistical evidence 
at the international level. 

2. 
Yes, there is no problem in the title of the article, but it is better if the dear author brings the 
geographical area of his research in the form of a case study at the end of the title. 

 
3. The abstract of the article should focus more on the goal setting, theoretical 

framework, and methodology and explain its analytical findings preferably based on 
statistical evidence. 

4. The article must be completely edited in different sections. 
5. The article should be revised in sections such as problem statement with special 

emphasis on the issue of food security in the studied village and in the country of 
Bangladesh, and its dimensions and structures should be described in detail. In 
addition, the article lacks a theoretical framework to support the research targeting 
process. The main question of the research has not been formulated and the basis of 
research assumptions is not clear. 

6. Surely, the author can use newer and more important references to strengthen the 
bibliographic part of his research, considering the strengthening of the theoretical 
foundations and thematic records of the research. 

7. The method of validating the research data should be determined and the 
generalizability of the results for other villages in the study areas should be 
reviewed. In addition, additional explanations should be provided about the 
validation of questionnaire questions or interviews along with their reliability 
assessment. 

8. The article does not discuss the results and findings of the research, especially with 
other similar researches. 

9. In addition, no practical suggestions have been made regarding the improvement of 
food security policies according to household income sources, which must be 
carefully reviewed. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

 

1. The writing language is not very strong and must be revised. Especially in sections such as 
abstract, key words, introduction, discussion and conclusion and other descriptive sections 
of the article. 

 

Optional/General comments   

 
PART  2:  
 

 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

 
I don't see any particular ethical case in this article, but with caution, I think that 
there is no particular problem related to the implementation of the research in this 
statistical population. 
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