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PART1: ReviewComments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part 
inthe manuscript.It is mandatory thatauthors 
shouldwritehis/herfeedback here) Pleasewritea few sentencesregarding theimportance 

of thismanuscriptforthe scientific community.Whydo 
youlike(ordislike)this manuscript? Aminimum of 3-4 sentences 
may be required forthis part. 

This manuscriptisa good research paperon where it helps 
tounderstandsingle mothers’ that are institutionalizedinrelationwiththeir 
lifesatisfaction.Inaddition,this manuscript attracts other 
researchers to have collaborationsto investigatenon-institutionalized single 
mothersinthesame state. There arefurthermoreinvestigations canbe doneby 
referring to thismanuscript. 
 

 

Is thetitle of the article suitable? 
(If not pleasesuggest analternativetitle) 

The titleof the article is OK,butit is broad.Suggested tomakethetitle basedonmost 
significant finding andinteresting.Suggestedtitle“DecreasedLife 
SatisfactionamongInstitutionalized 
SingleMothers:Loneliness is not themain factor”. 

 

Isthe abstract ofthearticlecomprehensive? Do you suggest 
theaddition (or deletion) of somepoints inthis 
section? Please write your suggestionshere. 

Suggestionto make some improvementsforthe abstract. Kindly arrange 
insequence.Put objectives, followedby methodology,resultsandlastly 
conclusionsandrecommendation. 

 

Are subsections andstructure ofthe manuscript 
appropriate? 

For literaturereview,kindlyarrange insub-headings. For example,sub-heading: 
“life satisfactionand institutionalizedsinglemothers” anddo other sub-
headingsaswell.This will helps readersto be able to 
follow theauthor’s train of thoughtsinthe manuscript. 
EthicalConsiderationshouldbeat the endof manuscript.Beforeconclusion. 

 

Pleasewritea few sentencesregarding thescientific 
correctnessof this manuscript.Why doyouthinkthat 
this manuscriptis scientifically robust andtechnically 
sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences maybe required forthis 
part. 

The manuscriptpresented goodstructure, whereconsists 
ofintroduction,literaturereview,methodology, data analysis,ethical 
considerationsandconclusion.Suggested to addonsrecommendation ofstudy. 

 

Arethe references sufficient andrecent?Ifyou have 
suggestions of additional references,please mention 
them in the review form. 
- 

 
The references aresufficientenough. 

 

MinorREVISION comments 
 

Is thelanguage/Englishquality of thearticle suitable 
forscholarly communications? 

 
 

Yes.Suggestedtodo proofread. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
 
N/A 
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PART  2: 
 

 
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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