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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	The idea of finding out the livelihood determinants from the two areas is important for the scientific community. We may appreciate if at all the determinants are any different to otherwise un vulnerable areas. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not suitable. I suggest: Determinants of Livelihood in Ecologically Vulnerable Regions: Evidence from Char
	

	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 not comprehensive and consequently the whole paper lacks clarity. For instance, “Riverine islands (chars) along the Brahmaputra region in Assam are ecologically vulnerable, lacking socio-economic benefits, yet little empirical data is available that relates the dynamics of livelihood at the riverine char compared to the plain regions”
The above paragraph is not clear whether both riverine char and plain regions are ecologically vulnerable. Leaving one to guess or assume that plain regions are not vulnerable.
I suggest revision in that regard
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I have a problem with the objective and consequently the methodology. Is the author trying to compare income levels of households between 2 regions or  rather the determinants ? This is not clear
Secondly, how was the income measured?, this is not clear yet important

The chosen methodology suffers the effect of unobserved endogeneity. The author needs to demonstrate how that has been taken care of. For instance, the author is regressing education level on income levels without controlling for innate ability or family background this often times gives biased results.
The author also needs to assure the reader that there was no multicollinearity among the independent variables.
How was the income measured? Direct measurement also yield biased results, proxies such as household expenditures are ideal in estimating household income. 
Was the income monthly, yearly? Need to explain

	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	My general comment is that the paper needs serious revisit of the methodology, the author should focus on the assumptions of the regression models and address any departures. Also, when socio economic factors are being compared, the author should also show whether the observed differences are statistically significant.
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