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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.

1. It is a well written and thorough evaluation of manuscript. The article involves both farm and
non-farm source of income aspects of HH and their relationship, which are very important
information for further researches and policy making. The analytical technique provides
models for similar study in different locations and for further studies.

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

2. The title of the article is 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.

3. The abstract is comprehensive, suggestion might be needed for further research on the
relationships of remittance and agricultural inputs used. However, abstract should be limited to
less than 200 words.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate.

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.

5. The manuscript is scientifically sound. It present thorough results and complete imformation
of the research. However it is recommended that more intensive discussion using scientific
articles published in scientific journal.

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

6. The references are are recent but may needs some more addition on scientific articles related
to the subjects of the reserahes.

Minor REVISION comments

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