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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This article provides a comprehensive and well-structured systematic literature review and bibliometric analysis of livelihood diversification in rural communities. The research is timely, relevant, and offers valuable insights into the emerging trends, key themes, and geographical distribution of studies in this area. The use of bibliometric methods (VOS viewer and R-based Biblioshiny) is a solid approach, and the findings regarding international collaboration, climate change, and rural development are significant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "Livelihood Diversification in Rural Communities: Systematic Literature Review and Bibliometric Review of Key Themes and Emerging Trends from Scopus Database," is informative, but it can be made more concise and impactful to attract a wider audience.

Here are a few suggestions for alternative titles:

1. Livelihood Diversification in Rural Communities: A Systematic Literature and Bibliometric Analysis of Emerging Trends
2. Emerging Trends in Livelihood Diversification in Rural Communities: A Bibliometric and Systematic Review
3. Mapping Livelihood Diversification in Rural Communities: Insights from a Systematic and Bibliometric Review

	

	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 article provides a solid overview of the study, presenting key aspects such as the scope of the literature review, the methodology used (systematic review and bibliometric analysis), and key findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and cover key sources in the field of livelihood diversification, rural development, and bibliometric analysis. However, there is room for improvement by including more recent references, particularly from the last few years, to reflect the latest trends and findings in this area. Adding more studies that use similar bibliometric and systematic review methodologies could further enhance the paper's credibility and alignment with current research.

Suggestions for Additional References:
1. Bhat, W. A., Khan, N. L., Manzoor, A., Dada, Z. A., & Qureshi, R. A. (2023). How to Conduct bibliometric analysis using R-studio: a practical guide. European Economic Letters (EEL), 13(3), 681-700.
2. QURESHI, R., AHMAD, Z., & AHMAD, W. (2023). Research and Knowledge Production in Rural Tourism Entrepreneurship: A Bibliometric Analysis and Visualisation. Indian Journal of Natural, 13(76), 53069-53087.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article provides a comprehensive and well-structured systematic literature review and bibliometric analysis of livelihood diversification in rural communities. The research is timely, relevant, and offers valuable insights into the emerging trends, key themes, and geographical distribution of studies in this area. The use of bibliometric methods (VOS viewer and R-based Biblioshiny) is a solid approach, and the findings regarding international collaboration, climate change, and rural development are significant. The paper is well-organized and covers a wide range of studies, from gender and tourism to informal mining and agriculture. However, a few minor revisions are recommended to improve readability and ensure that the paper's flow is more cohesive.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8.5
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