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Review Form 1.7

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)

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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. Yes, because it explores the Status of Social Accountability at Rural Local
Governance in Bangladesh and the possible mitigation strategies using the
Union Parishad as a unit of analysis.

2. Thetitleis suitable.

3. The abstract of the paper is comprehensive because it encompasses the intent
of the research, approaches and recommendations for improvement.
4. Interms of structure, the paper is well planned, organized and structured
using well-fitting subtitles. You also have well-constructed flow of ideas with
paragraphs well-ordered and arranged to align with the central arguments.

5. The manuscript is scientifically correct because it is based on logical rationale
and bound by adequate research approach that relies on secondary data
sources and analysis.

6. The references are sufficient and appropriate because of their historic nature.
However, the author should the complete citations of the journal numbers for
the following authors:

(& Chowdhury, S. (2016)
(b) Fox, J.A. (2015).

Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

The language of research in this manuscript is simple and easy to comprehend.
Hence, it is suitable for scholarly communication.

Optional/General comments

Comments:

1. Therecommended corrections and comments apply to the “references”
and are highlighted in red on the manuscript requesting complete citations
of the journal numbers and pages for the following authors:

a. Chowdhury, S. (2016)
b. Fox, J.A. (2015).

2. Add theterm * Chavas” to the Keywords, given the fact that it is
referenced regularly.
Upon completion of the recommended and minor corrections, | recommend that the
manuscript be officially published in the Journal - South Asian Journal of Social
Studies and Economics.
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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 feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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