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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 

reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Abstract organization to include information on:  

• Objective 

• Data sources 

• Results 

• Conclusion 

• Key words 
2. Referencing of literature review needs to be updated. 

I suggest the author reads through a paper published in the 
journal and updates 
the article in conformity with their requirements both in the 
body of the paper and reference section 

3. At the last section, of the paper, the author has called it “work 
cited”. The heading should be changed to references.  
The references in the body should match what is in the 
reference section. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
 

 
 
1. Current abstract does not have the  word feminism, yet the word is 
included in key words. I recommend its removal. 
2. It is not clear what the numbering in the body of the paper refer to 
e.g. in line 170  (104). 
3. Line 187: “Thereafter, she must rely on...”. Should read “Thereafter, 
she had to rely on...” 
4. Line 234-235: Consider revising “her life passed in constant beating, 
scolding, abuse and menial labor...” to “her life in constant beating, 
scolding, abuse and menial labor passed...” 
5. Line 265: “daughter gave active consent...” could be revised to read 
“ daughter gave informed consent...” 
6. Line 283: Consider revising the statement “ for fear of being 
complained as a ...” to “ for fear of complaints as a ...” 
7. Line 289: Consider revising “ because he too were married...” to “ 
because he too was married...” 
8. Line 326: “not to get a cent from him (218). What is (218)? Is this a 
reference number of literature reviewed? Review the comment above 
on compulsory revision section. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The paper is very informative and contributes to knowledge on diversity 
in culture and impact in health 
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