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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
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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) 
 

 
 
 
yes 
 
 
yes 
 
somewhat not 
 
 
yes 
 
researcher have to add some illustration in the result part. 
 
 
 
Yes. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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Optional/General comments 
 

1. In table 2, researcher shows the R
2
, and adjusted R

2
, F – statistic for fitted model but he/ 

she has to explain the meaning of that included in the model. 
2. In equation 3, researcher use εt as error term but later describe it as µt. they have to use the 

same symbol. 
3. researcher can explain briefly the table 1 and table 2, so that any one can understand what 

it mean. 
4. Inside the sub heading 4.3, researcher should give the table number and title of the table of 

regression results ( 5
th
 column may be p – value). 

5. In abstract, researcher mentioned that all components are significant but it was seen that 
some of the components have not significant impact and some have –ve and some have 
+ve impact on reducing the poverty, so researcher should clearly and correctly mention 
then in abstract and reset interpretation 
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