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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The paper provides a deeper insight into the interesting and important topic of domestic 
workers. The research was well designed and conducted. It is also well supported and 
compared with the results of similar research in the world. The results and conclusions can 
contribute to better protection of women's rights worldwide 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

YES, but titles of the sections should be standardized regarding the font  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The target population was appropriately defined. The sample size formula is well explained and 
transparent.  The questionnaire included relevant question groups like socio-demographic 
questions, questions about employers' family size, factors motivating women to become 
domestic workers, and challenges faced by domestic workers. The applied statistical methods 
are suitable for processing data collected by questionnaire. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

YES. Language is suitable. Suggestion: In a few sentences in section 3.1. Sample and Sampling 
Techniques briefly explain the administrative structure of Ethiopia and explain the term "kebele". This 
would contribute to a better understanding of the research organization by international readers. Also, 
on page 14, in line 3, it is written " (8.9 " and should be written " (8.9%). ". 
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