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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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.
	1. This paper provide information of why female education faced numerous challenge in Northeast Nigeria
2. The author illustrated possible challenge that individual or community faced during their struggle to obtain education

3. This paper provide possible strategy to solve the issue regarding female education, especially as a strategy to improve human resource quality
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title has represented the content of the paper
	

	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.
	Abstract of this paper managed to illustrate the content of this paper, background, methods, and findings are written clearly and briefly in the abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Through statistics analysis, in my opinion this paper pass sets of tests and considered to be scientifically correct especially with empirical insight that author provided
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although several references seem to be recent, there are also several which I considered old such as Bandura (1977), Becker (1964), Becker (1993), Bronfenbrenner (1994), and Hooks (2000). With the unlimited access to internet and reference database, its hard to not find any other suitable reference in recent years
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The Language structures are sufficient and reflect that the paper are academic product
	

	Optional/General comments
	Although the author strengthens the information in the background, literature review, and methods, the paper serve a weak result and discussion with only statistical explanation, this form of explanation might be to understand for non-exact reader. Also, the empirical evidence to support the finding aren’t sufficient in my opinion, in which findings should connected to gaps and supported by another empirical findings.

Author should perfected this weakness by transforming statistical explanation to be simpler and easier to understand. And provide empirical evidence that support the findings of this research
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