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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. Yes. The manuscript inform further researcher on the current statistics on the population of 
intererest. 
 
2. A Survey on The Socio-economic Status among High School STEM (Science, Technology, 
Engineering and Mathematics) Girls in Khulna and Rajshahi District 
 
3. Yes.  
 
 
4. Yes. 
 
 
5. Not recent. Except for references #2 and #14 (which are not academic journals), all are more 
than 5 years old. FGD should not be in the reference list. 
 
***** 
Additional comment to improve the scientific writing of the manuscript. 
 
Page 1: 37 milions or 3.7 millions? because 7 digits are written instead of 8 . Check for other 
number too. 
 
Verbs use for objectives are not suitable for survey study. Examine, Explore are or Exploratory 
Factor Analysis and Confirmatory Factor Analysis while this study just use simple descriptive 
statistics. Suggestion: To gauge/determine/measure the level of social paramaters among….  
 
Please define what is HSC, SSC, Kamil 
Why the Khulna and Rajshahi are the interest of study? What they represented? 
The research questions should be revised to accommodate the finding since all of them are not well 
answered by the comprehensive gathered data. 
 
1) What are the social parameters to which the high school STEM girls belong in Khulna and 
Rajshahi districts?  this question should be answered by Exploratory Factor Analysis. In this 
manuscript, the social paramaters are not searched but already determined by the researcher. The 
approriate research questions should be -> What are the level of  
2) What are the economic strictures to which the high school STEM girls belong in Khulna and 
Rajshahi districts?  This question was not answered. 
3) Is their socio-economic status sufficient to receive STEM education?  this question was not 
answerable using the used survey and FGD. Another survey or correlation/regression study is 
required. 
 
Please also include the instrument used in the study so that other can repeat in the other district or 
population for comparative study. 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
1. Well written and easily understood. Avoid word “claim” because it sounds not scientific 
justification. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
Check for formatting error. i.e 3.4.1 
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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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