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	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 is important for teachers because teaching career is depending on several factors. in this manuscript has personal and family life assessed. rural area teachers are facing more difficulties that was found through this study and Z value is high.
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Conceptual frame work is an important for this manuscript.

Research questions and objective were not mentioned.

Researcher didn’t mention the specific area in the title.
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	Researcher might have used the more sample size and sample. In the abstract, researcher didn’t mention the scale that was used by him.
Recommendation and implication parts are missing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No but, researcher has mentioned teaching is also considered as a female job.
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	Author’s Feedback

	Consider specifying what aspects of work life. While urban and rural are common categories, 

your research might have identified specific characteristics research questions and objectives should be added.

Sample size is not enough.

Only one respondent was interviewed, it is not adequate.
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