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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. The line spacing is not unifying. 
2. The author used insufficient references (11 references only). In addition, many 

paragraphs need their references. 
3. The references in the references’ list needs to by unify. 
4. I think that the conclusion needs some results. 
5. Many sentences have been unclear or incomprehensible, such as: 

 The researcher can conclude that because the calculated significant value of .861 
was lower than the critical r-value of 1.68 at 0.05 level of significance that the mean 
rating of working mothers and housekeepers are not likely to change (it is too long 
sentence). 

 The study was carried out using an experimental research design and survey.  
Therefore, please review the article carefully to clarify many of these sentences. 
6. Some spells errors which are corrected in the attached file. 
7. What’s the meaning of (litre gallon)? 
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