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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 manuscript is vital as it provides insights on the economic realities of rural dwellers in developing countries.
It is equally relevant to the discourse of gold inflation and price dynamics.
The use of mixed methods lends credence to the scientific nature of the manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article 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.


	There are observable grammatical errors. Example: “The methodology employed both primary and secondary data, with primary data collected from a purposive sample of 56 households in Mailam Village, Villupuram District”. Should be paraphrased.
Also, past tenses should be used to replace present continuous tenses used. 

A major recommendation and the conclusive remark are missing in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Fair enough.
	

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

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


	Fair enough. There is however, the usage of both British and American English. Use either of them consistently.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper was fairly written but not properly organised. Also, most of the claims made in the introductory section were not substantiated with scholarly citations. Review of literature was largely inadequate.
The paper has no theoretical framework.
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