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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.


	· The subject specific is appropriate and the need of the hour
· Purposive sampling with phenomenal descriptive method ensures desired resultant

· A referral topic for all women on-board.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is APPROPRIATE and underlines the concept of Work-Life balance
	

	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 LACKS the background and the significance of the study to start the abstract
· It directly STARTS with the Study aims independently
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Major DRAWBACK, there is NO introduction to the concept of motherhood (working women), nursing as a profession or challenges faced or way forward.
· It again ABRUPTLY STARTS with the study conducted, the background literature on the subject is required to justify why the research study specific is necessary before explaining how it was done.
· The manuscript MISSES the OBJECTIVES of the study

· The 10 participants as in purposive sampling might be sufficient to understand WLB phenomenon in depth, rather than measuring its frequency.
· The analysis, and result representation is APPROPRIATE
· The article need to have LIMITATIONS for the restricted audience 
· Submitting an ethical approval especially in medical sciences (human elements), should be a MORAL REFLEX for researchers and not a concern of applicability (as mentioned in text) 

· The Bulleting of Headings is IMPROPER (1. Introduction, 2. Methodology, 3. Results & Discussion, 4. Conclusion) but there are other headings to be bulleted a. Missing Objectives, b. Data Analysis after the Methodology, c. Discussion after the Conclusion, d. Missing Limitations, e. References, f. Missing Annexures
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	· The references are sufficient and recent

· The references are NOT in APA style (It is mandatory as an uniform guideline)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

NO, there are no Ethical issues in this manuscript

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	NO, there are no competing interest issues in this manuscript
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	No, looks appropriate
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