


Review Form-2
	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Education, Society and Behavioural Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JESBS_155701

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Conceptualization of Women’s Empowerment

	Type of the Article
	REVIEW ARTICLE




PART 1


	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to the academic discourse on gender studies and development. It is particularly useful for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners interested in understanding the conceptual foundations of women’s empowerment and its broader implications for societal advancement.
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	9. Is the Critical analysis of literature done?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	11. Are the conclusions logically arrived?
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	12. Are the limitations of the paper discussed?
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	13. What is the Quality of references (i.e. from peer reviewed authentic sources)
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
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	14. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
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You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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