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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write few sentences regarding the
importance this manuscript for scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The manuscript is important given the relevance of the agricultural sector particularly for
developing countries like Bangladesh. While the diversification of the activities at the rural area
of the economy is highly advocated for, it is important to realize the importance of linkage
between the farm and non-farm sector for a balanced economy. Hence, the study is timely.

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

The title is really suitable.

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points
in this section? Please write your suggestions
here.

The Abstract is well written

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

The researcher can add few empirical literatures that were reviewed in the course of the study.
In section 3, include the p-values of the result for proper understanding and interpretation of
the results.

Please write few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences
may be required for this part.

The manuscript is scientifically robust. The researcher (s) have been able to use appropriate
estimation techniques in the estimation of the data.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestion of additional references, please
mention in the review form.

The refences are weak. The researchers should endeavour to use recent articles.

Minc;r REVISION comments

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

The article requires proper editing. There are few grammatical errors that obstructs the flow of the
reading.

Optional/General comments

The researchers did a good work.
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