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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 addresses a topic of high social and economic relevance. Child labor, particularly in developing countries, remains a pressing issue with implications for public policy, education, and social welfare. The study contributes empirical evidence from Bangladesh, a context often underrepresented in global discourse. Its findings are useful for policymakers, NGOs, and researchers working on labor economics, child rights, and development studies. The manuscript also highlights the role of demographic and educational variables in shaping child labor outcomes, which adds value to the broader literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable and clear. However, for precision and impact, I suggest:

“Determinants of Child Labor Working Hours: Evidence from Selected Districts in 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.


	The abstract is fairly comprehensive but requires refinement for clarity and conciseness. Specifically:

· Avoid repetition of terms such as "child labor" excessively.

· Ensure numerical values are accurate (e.g., in Results, the “p = 0.0.218” should be corrected).

· Summarize the regression outcomes more succinctly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall, with an appropriate methodology (cross-sectional design, multiple linear regression). However, there are weaknesses:

· The sample size (n=186) is modest and should be acknowledged as a limitation.

· R² of the regression model is quite low (0.137), which suggests weak explanatory power. This should be discussed more explicitly, and the authors should avoid overstating conclusions.

· There is some inconsistency between coefficients and narrative interpretation (e.g., mislabeling of B = -0.188 as negative when discussed as positive). Careful checking of interpretation is required.

· The paper needs a more rigorous treatment of endogeneity issues (e.g., whether school dropout both causes and is caused by child labor).
	

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

· Some are outdated (e.g., Rahman et al. 1999). While historical context is valid, more recent global child labor studies (post-2021) should be cited.

· The referencing style is inconsistent (et.al vs et al.; capitalization errors). These should be standardized.
	

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


	The language is understandable but not polished for scholarly publication. Issues include:

· Repetitive phrasing (“child labor” used excessively without variation).

· Grammatical inconsistencies (e.g., "labors" instead of "laborers").

· Overly long sentences in Introduction and Literature Review.

I strongly recommend professional language editing before acceptance.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are useful but should be properly formatted per journal guidelines.

Some sections (e.g., 1.3 Snapshot of Child Labor in Bangladesh) are overly descriptive; these could be shortened.

The Discussion should better integrate findings with the international literature rather than repeating results.
Major Revision

The manuscript addresses an important issue and has potential, but methodological limitations, interpretation errors, insufficient discussion of model weakness, language issues necessitate major revision before it can be considered for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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