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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 research aims to examine the preferences of consumers for Bogura’s yogurt, which is an unexplored avenue as there has been hardly any research conducted on preferences towards yogurt, especially with reference to Bangladesh. Considering the health benefits of yogurt, this research is positioned well. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I would suggest the following title “ A study of consumers’ perception towards Yogurt of Bogura: An evidence from Bangladesh”
	

	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.


	I would suggest to start the abstract with “purpose of the study” instead of “aims”, followed by “Data and Methodology” where contents of study design, place and duration of study, methodology must be included. Results & Conclusion are fine. Implications of the study must be included at last under the abstract.  Besides, the sampling technique has not been mentioned, which must be included under “Data and Methodology”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Major revisions are required as regards to the following points:
1. The data collected pertains to 2022, which is old considering the fact that there might be some changes in the results if the data would have been collected recently. Therefore. These responses might not reflect the latest pattern of preferences towards yogurt.

2. The basis of selection of three specific areas must be substantiated with the help of data.

3. The sample size of 150 is not enough for conducting a standard research. At least 300 to 400 responses are required.

4. The reliability of the questionnaire is not assessed. 

5. The number of citations are low.
6. A separate section of literature review segmented under various sub-heads might highlight the research gap more precisely.
7. The sampling technique is not mentioned.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References must be written in APA format, all references are not written in APA format.
	

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


	The quality of English is moderate, but there is space for more improvement. Like below each table the results must be written in present tense like “It can be observed”. There is inconsistency with regards to that as some inferences are written in past tense and some in present tense. Use did not instead of didn’t while writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The methodologies used for the first two objectives are basic. If possible, make a table where the sources of questions of the questionnaire are provided. Below each table, source is not mentioned.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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