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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 a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Your paper touches a very important line of work. As School Feeding Programme are used more in the 
regions where poverty and hunger are barriers to human capital development. This study is interesting 
and unique in terms of linking school feeding program with development of rural agricultural economy.   
 

Thank you for the positive feedback. 

 

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

 

The title of your study is ambiguous and confusing. As the study is an attempt to analyse the role of 
school feeding programme in smallholder farmer empowerment and rural development, so you may 
choose one of the following title for your study:  

1) Impact of School Feeding Programme on the Livelihood of Smallholder Farmers and Rural 
Economic Development 

2) School Feeding Programme: A Catalyst for Empowering Smallholder Farmers and Rural 
Economic Development 

 
Thank you for suggesting an effective title 

 

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

 

The abstract of the study is clear and concise. However, last lines of the abstract contain grammatical 
mistakes, which should be corrected.  

The overall quality of the English has been improved by thoroughly 

reviewing. 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The study follows the standard scientific exposition, i.e introduction, literature review and methodology 
are presented in the correct order and convey adequate information. however there some weakness in 
flow of arguments and paragraph linkages, and oftentimes, it appears that spaces are missing between 
words. 

 
Checked and updated  

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

The study has theoretical in its nature; the empirical model presented is not backed by conceptual 
framework. Similarly, the author has not established a clear theoretical path between school feeding 
programme between school enrolment, nutritional and health status of targeted children. Further, 
theories are not explicitly presented in order to justify linkage between school feeding programme and 
rural economic development.  Thus, revisions are suggested to improve robustness of the study.  

Revisions have been done in the paper 

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

Yes, the references of the study are sufficient and recent.  
Ok  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

While the scholarly communication is appropriate, there are several typographical errors and 
grammatically incorrect sentences. Additionally, there are instances where spaces between words are 
missing. The author is suggested to carefully review and revise the language of the study to improve its 
clarity and overall readability.  
 

All the typographical errors and grammatical errors have been 

checked and corrected. 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

 

 

 

 

 

 


