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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle 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.
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1. The manuscript is important for the scientific community as it explores
child nurturing methods of adolescents

2. Thetitle is suitable

3. The abstract Seems long without capturing objective of study, methodology
and how respondents were recruited and results on nuturing practices were not
clearly stated

4. Theintroduction has no references

5. Inthe methodology section, How did yyou arrive at the number of
respondents and how were they selected?

6. Result and discussion sections have to be separated. No referencing was done
in the discussion

7. What referencing method has been used here?

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The English quality is suitable for scholarly communication
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