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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript makes a valuable contribution to academic research by using a reliable econometric method—the Poisson Pseudo-Maximum Likelihood (PPML) fixed effects estimator—to study 24 years of trade data between Bangladesh and its main trading partners. The results provides important outcome into how regional and international trade agreements affect developing countries. This research is especially useful as Bangladesh moves toward graduating from Least Developed Country (LDC) status, helping guide future trade policy and supporting a better understanding of trade in developing economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript, "Bangladesh and Trade Agreements: Assessing the Benefits through the Gravity Model," does not fully capture the depth and focus of the study. Therefore, I suggest the following revised title for improved clarity and academic precision: "Trade Agreements and Export Performance in Bangladesh: A Gravity Model Analysis."
 This title is clear, precise, and reflects the core elements of the study—trade agreements, export performance, the methodological approach (gravity model), and the temporal scope. It balances academic rigor with accessibility and relevance. It will be provide a precise and academically appropriate description of the research.

	

	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.


	Overuse of Abbreviations: The abstract relies heavily on abbreviations (e.g., BIMSTEC, SAFTA, APTA, OIC, D-8 PTA, EU PTA) without providing their full forms. The use of unexplained abbreviations in an abstract is not academically appropriate. Lack of Emphasis on Originality and Contribution: The abstract does not clearly articulate the originality or the unique contribution of the study. It is essential to briefly mention how this research differs from existing literature. Clarity and Structure Issues: While the methodology and findings are outlined, the abstract is somewhat dense and could benefit from improved structure. A clearer segmentation into the study's aim, methodology, findings, and implications would enhance readability.  Language and Style: Phrases like “Authors also use…” or “Here, authors put together…” are not suitable for an abstract. The abstract should be written in a more objective and formal academic tone, avoiding references to "authors" or "our" and instead presenting the study neutrally (e.g., “The study employs…” or “This analysis uses…”). 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the empirical results of the gravity model, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. However, there are several important issues that need to be addressed: (1) There is a mismatch between the stated objective and the analysis. The abstract mentions evaluating the effects of trade agreements on economic growth, yet the gravity model uses export volume as the dependent variable, focusing on export performance. This creates ambiguity. (2) The study uses GDP figures in million USD but does not clarify whether these are in current or constant terms. This should be specified to ensure clarity and consistency in the analysis. (3) While the study enhances robustness by incorporating multilateral resistance terms, it overlooks a critical aspect of econometric analysis—diagnostic testing. Variables commonly used in gravity models often exhibit high correlation, potentially leading to multicollinearity and autocorrelation issues. I recommend that the authors conduct appropriate diagnostic tests and report the results to confirm the reliability and appropriateness of the estimated model before presenting the final conclusions. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current references are generally sufficient to support the study. However, incorporating more recent and up-to-date literature would enhance the quality and relevance of the reference list, and strengthen the study's connection to current research in the field. 
	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are appropriate for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript covers a relevant topic with a strong methodological approach and a comprehensive dataset. However, there is a mismatch between the stated objective and the variable used in the analysis, and the abstract contains too many unexplained abbreviations. Clarifying these points and highlighting the study’s originality will improve its overall quality and impact. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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