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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 paper provides unique, primary data on yogurt consumer preferences in Bangladesh. This study not only helps to understand the factors influencing product choice in a specific region, but can also serve as a basis for future research in the fields of marketing, behavioral economics, and the food industry. The use of a probit model to analyze the data demonstrates the application of statistical methods to the study of consumer behavior. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is suitable.
	

	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 is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is correct.
	

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

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


	Informal language is found in some places. For example, in section 2.2 "a lot of good frequency tables”. More academic expressions should be used.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. It is not necessary to divide the Methodology section into subsections.
2. It would be worth giving the formulas in 2.2.2. Mathematical expressions should be written in the formula editor.

3. There is no need to link to websites in the text.

4. All tables must include the source from which the data was taken.
5. There should be a uniform approach to the design of the reference list. If the article has a DOI, it should be indicated.
6. There are several links to websites in the list of references, but there is no description of these sources.
7. Subsection 3.4.2 occurs twice.
8. In Table 10, Education Level and Family Type have the same standard error. This may be just a typo.

9. The conclusion of the article states that increasing family type and yogurt type have a positive effect on consumption. But in the "Probit Analysis" section, these factors have negative coefficients.
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