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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 
 

 
The issue raised by the author(s) is of great importance for Africa (and not only Africa) 
and post-colonial states. The role of women, their position, rights, their being inferiors 
in the families are problems that need to be discussed widely. 
The author(s) tried to reveal if not all, but many urgent problems, comparing, telling 
and describing different couples. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
While reading, the reviewer came across some typos, grammar challenges, tense confusion 
and sometimes – punctuation issues (e.g., the name of an author, written both Odamatten 
and Odamtten). 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The author should recognize the errors/mistakes and admit them. All the error corrections and 
review of the manuscript have been done via REVIEW MODE. Thus, the author(s) can easily 
see the corrections and by pressing the button ACCEPT or ACCEPT ALL get the result. 
However, I would like to stress that another proofreading is compulsory. 
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Kamo Chilingaryan 

Department, University & Country RUDN University, Russia 

 

http://ditdo.in/cjast
http://peerreviewcentral.com/page/manuscript-withdrawal-policy

