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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) 
 

 
 

1. Yes, the manuscript is important for the scientific community. It addresses the significant 
social and economic impacts of male migration on left-behind women in a specific cultural 
context. 

2. The current title, "Role of Male Migration in the Capability Expansion of the Left Behind 
Muslim Women in the Malappuram District of Kerala," is quite descriptive and relevant. 
However, for brevity and to enhance readability, an alternative title could be: Impact of Male 
Migration on the Empowerment of Left-Behind Muslim Women in Malappuram, Kerala 

3. The abstract is comprehensive, detailing the research's context, objectives, methodology, 
and key findings. 

4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. 
5. Based on the provided excerpts, the manuscript appears scientifically correct. It utilizes 

established methodologies, such as the Capability approach and Ordinal Logistic 
Regression, to analyse the data. The findings are supported by statistical analysis, adding 
to the robustness of the conclusions. 

6. Generally, ensuring that key references are within the last 5-10 years is ideal for 
maintaining the relevance of the study. It would be beneficial to include more recent 
research to support the findings. 
 
Aspects should be improved: 
 
1. Introduction should provide a clear research question or hypothesis early in the 

introduction. Ensure that the background information is concise and directly related to 
the study. 

2. Include recent studies to demonstrate the relevance of the research. Clearly state how 
the current study fills a gap in the existing literature. 

3. Discuss the implications of the findings for theory, practice, and future research. 
Address any limitations of the study and suggest areas for further investigation. 

 
 

 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
The grammar and syntax are generally sound. There are no significant grammatical errors, and the 
sentences are well-structured. 
The language used is clear and concise, making it easy for readers to understand the content. 
Technical terms are appropriately used and explained. 
No major revisions are needed for the language and English quality. However, a final proofreading 
for minor typos or improvements in flow could be beneficial. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Accept with Minor Revisions 
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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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