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	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 manuscript is important to the scientific community in that it provides notable understandings that can assist in improving farm productivity that is vital in a region where larger segment of the population depend on agriculture as a means of livelihood (food and income).

It will contribute relevant knowledge to existing literature in the area of study, particularly in the area of food security and rural livelihood of the South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation (SAARC) region comprising:  Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Maldives, Nepal, Pakistan, and Sri Lanka.

It helps to bring to policy makers awareness on:
how to withstand the challenges caused by climate change, resource deprivation/degradation, and production risks.

to identify adoptable efficacious models (e.g., India and Bangladesh) by countries facing financial inclusion challenges like Afghanistan and Bhutan.

how to improve access to agricultural credit that can enhance rural incomes and reduce poverty, offering evidence to guide its inclusion in broader development planning.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In my own opinion, the title 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 enough, capturing and summarizing the study in a way that elicit the required message for every reader.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientific, but the study is not tied to or underpinned by any theory, meaning it has no theoretical based, which need to be looked into by the author, so that the work can be scientifically balance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in this study are sufficient but not recent, I believe there are a lot of studies that have been carried out recently in related topic of this research.
	

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


	The English language used by the author is well suited, legible enough and the message communicated expertly and clearly.
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