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 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 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

This is a potentially interesting paper which needs some work before it can be published. First, it is wrong to 
say that the choice of a mate is the most important one made during life or that only one partner will ever be 
chosen, not least because of the relatively high rate of divorce among Hausa people.  
 
The issue of agency will need to be considered; i.e., to what extent can men and women exercise freedom in 
choosing a partner in the context considered.  
 
The sample size chosen should be justified. Which language or languages were used in the research? How 
was the questionnaire designed and tested? What is the possibility of non-response bias? How does the 
sample achieved match the overall population? 
 
The answers given in the findings should be compared with figures for actual marriages and the relative 
levels of education for different partners, indofar as these figures can be identified. 
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