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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 
 

 Title is too long. Researcher is suggested to reduce to word count in title to become less than 15 words 
 Where are the objectives of this study? 
 Research questions are not match with your hypothesis. Where are your research question a, b, and c in 

your hypothesis? And where are your hypothesis in your research questions? 
 Since this is a mixed method study, would the objectives for the qualitative and quantitative be 

difference? 
 Is the background of participants similar for the qualitative and quantitative? 
 What is the reliability and validity for that researcher used for the secondary data? (section methodology 

page 8, line 19). It is unclear 
 Researcher should create a new table rather than copy paste from SPSS table output 
 Wondering what is the analysis for since it is not answering your research questions and hypothesis 
 I would suggest the way of reporting quantitative data using SPSS analysis as follow: 

 What type of analysis in SPSS (e.g. correlation/regression etc) used to measure what ____ (e.g. 
impact of IV on DV or relationship between IV and DV) 

 Report the result with the important values from the SPSS output 
 Interpreter the SPSS result i.e. if significant or not significant what does that mean 
 Then shows whether you accept or reject your hypothesis 

 In conclusion and discussion section, should have no SPSS output anymore. In fact, researcher should 
discuss the pros and cons between the current study and previous studies 

 The LRs should be brought to the discussion part to be discuss with the current findings 
 Wondering where is the output from the qualitative data since this research a mixed method study? 
 Some references are incomplete for example reference 1 until 4. 
 Significant and contribution of study are missing. It is important to show the novelty of study. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 Incorrect used symbol in page 2 for “(d) To take care of mother,s health;…” 
 Citations are quite old, even the statistics provided was in 2013/2014 (page 3). Recent studies are 

needed to show how serious this issue now 
 Researcher should have a sub-topic for discussion where will discuss the similarities and differences of 

the current study and previous studies. 
 It seems like the researcher still continue with literature reviews after the result 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 Standardize the weightage of the paragraph 
Researcher should follow the guidelines of this journal as well as making amendment according to the 

comments 
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part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 
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