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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments 
 

 
It shd have been if it were thoroughly researched.  It has no purpose of the  study  no 
research  qu 
questions, no hypotheses,  no findings, and recommendations. 
 
I suggest , The Relationship  between Violence against Women  and Social Development in 
Peru 
No ,it is not. There was no research questions or purpose of the study stated,  there was a 
mix up in d research design which is supposed to be a correlational study. The  population 
of the study was not stated, sampling technique was not adequate. There should be a step 
by step break down of the population in order to arrive at the sample size.  No evidence 
validation and  Reliability of the instrument, No findings stated neither recommendations. 
The writer should revisit the abstract.y 
yes they are For example,  Discussion  should be based on the findings of the study . But it 
was not so . 
The  sjub sections are correct but some  of the contents under the subheading should be 
revisited . 
It would have been if it were thoroughly researched.A study that has no Findings nor  
recommendations. 
Some are recent but more literature needs to be reviewed to beef up the study. Some of d 
literature reviewed should be expunged because they are not relevant to the study.  The 
study is a correlational study. 
Editorials , wrong spellings should be corrected. Data collection shd be Instrument for data 
collection.  Describe ur instrument for data collection. Give ur  instrument a name.The 
objectives of the study should be stated using the dimensions of women violence. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
Yes 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The Writer needs to revisit the entire work. The title is appropriate  but it  seems the writer  did not 
follow the process to arrive at a result.  The process must be followed adequately  in order to have 
a well researched empirical study. The researcher had already known the result  even without 
carrying the study. If all corrections are duly effected. It will be a very good empirical study.   
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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 should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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