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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	 This study contributes to the ongoing discourse on work-life balance, a critical issue affecting working women professionals. Given the increasing participation of women in the workforce, understanding how they manage their professional and personal responsibilities is essential for policymakers and organizations. The findings of this research can offer valuable insights into improving workplace policies and employee well-being.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is appropriate and clearly conveys the subject of the study. However, it may be refined for better clarity. A possible alternative could be: “Assessing Work-Life Balance Among Women Professionals: A Quantitative Analysis” to emphasize the research approach.
	

	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.

	The abstract is comprehensive, but it can be improved by:
· Clearly stating the research methodology and sample size.
· Highlighting key findings and their implications.
· Adding a concluding remark on how the study contributes to the literature.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a structured approach. However, the following points require attention:
· The research methodology should be elaborated further, specifically explaining the sampling technique and data collection process.
· Statistical tools and techniques used should be explicitly mentioned to ensure transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and support the study. However:
· Some citations are outdated. It is advisable to include more recent studies (preferably from the last five years) to strengthen the literature review.
· Ensure proper formatting and consistency as per the journal guidelines.
	

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

	The language is generally clear and scholarly, but minor grammatical improvements and sentence restructuring are needed for better readability. Proofreading and language refinement will enhance the quality of the manuscript.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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