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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 
 

 
Abstract-Is hanging as there is no explanation of how the women in Punjab district were 
disadvantaged 
 
Introduction-Make it more robust by relevant and current citations. Eg there is no any 
relevant citation in the second paragraph hence the literature here is regarded as a heresy. 
-Improve on the sentence structures and grammar. 
-There is also lack of coherent information flow. 
 
Objectives of the Study. Restructure them to reflect the purpose of the study as 
highlighted in the manuscript. 
 
Methodology. Was fairly done. However, identify and briefly describe the research design 
employed in the study. 
 
Results and Discussion. Critically discuss the results by citing previous studies that 
support and oppose the current study. 
 
Conclusions. Make conclusions based on each objective 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

-Could include recommendations in the study 
-Maintain the APA style in the whole document 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
-The article is fairly good 
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