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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.

This manuscript is not intended for the scientific community, as the author primarily references older documents.
The majority of the references are from over 20 years ago, with only one recent citation from 2014. The author (s)
has/have cited the work of 22 scholars, with a focus on 10 references from 1993 to 1999, 11 references from 2000
to 2004, and only one reference from a 2014 scholar.

As a result, this manuscript does not accurately reflect the current status of women's empowerment and whether
improvements have been made. Over the past two decades, numerous scholars have conducted research on
women's issues. However, this manuscript has primarily focused on works published before 2004, neglecting
more recent studies. Consequently, the manuscript fails to provide an up-to-date assessment of the current
status of women.

In order to provide a more comprehensive and accurate analysis of women's empowerment, it is essential to
incorporate more recent research findings and perspectives. By doing so, the manuscript can offer valuable
insights into the progress made in advancing women's rights and empowerment in recent years.
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It is more suitable

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.

It is good but the keywords is one. It is new for me. The title is plural i.e. key words

Are subsections and structure of the
manuscript appropriate?

It is appropriate but it is challenging to make suggestions due to the manuscript does not clearly outline specific
objectives. The subsections are organized based on the objectives that have been outlined.
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references,
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The manuscript does not provide adequate coverage as it primarily focuses on the work of older scholars from
over 20 years ago. It fails to incorporate the more recent contributions of scholars, making it outdated and

incomplete.
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While it may not be considered poor, it is advisable to consult language professionals for greater accuracy.
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