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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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Deemed good approach, but Author tired present more on statistical approach and repetition of main 
finding in Abstract and other place. Need to refer other professional research articles and change the 
presentation accordingly.  
 
Okay – But observed word “Farm Women” Is it okay.  
 
 
Author should refer and search for professional manuscript and use same format. Abstract, Introduction, 
Literature review (very small section), Research Methodology, Results and Analysis, discussion and 
conclusion. Based on these criteria Author could develop/improve the manuscript.  Tables / Figures 
heading do not have uniformity.  
 
Need more improvements to support this.  
 
Not given justification for selecting sample of 1000, Any valid references. No clear demographic statistical 
presentation in the beginning of the data analysis. Demographic data presentation is key in these type of 
Scio- economic topics.        
 
 
Not sufficient, need at least 20-30 references..    
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
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Need improvements, noted spelling errors, should use more professional jargons.   
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