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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do 
you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

The manuscript addresses an important issue concerning the use of proverbs in the Frafra 
tradition in Ghana. It reviews the scholars’ opinions in detail and acknowledgesthem well 
in the reference section. The researchers bring a tradition to light by addressing the core 
values of the community and the consequent gender relations. In the modern era of 
gender equality, the researchers highlight how important it is to assess the traditional 
views of the elders transferred from generation to generation and try to establish equality. 
 

 

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

 

The title of the article is suitable. However, the researchers can think of modifications to 
the title to avoid repetition of titles published in different publications.  

 

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 of the article is comprehensive.   

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The researchers have structured the article very well by numbering the subsections 
appropriately. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that 
this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically 
sound? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required 
for this part. 

The manuscript is structurally well-composed. It begins with a condensed abstract and 
proceeds to an introduction followed by an appropriate literature review. The manuscript 
mentions the theory it applies to the interpretation of proverbs. The methodology adopted 
for the study is also made clear in section no 3 of the manuscript. The section on results 
and discussions clarifies the main motive of the research. Concluding remarks highlight 
the gender relations reflected in the proverbs of the Frafra tradition of Ghana followed by 
the researchers’ awareness of the limitations of the study. Overall the manuscript is 
scientifically, and technically sound. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention 
them in the review form. 
- 

The references are sufficient and appropriate. The researchers have used ample 
resources for the study. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

During the review and reading of the manuscript, it was observed that a word in the section “2.2 
Who are the Frafras?” second last paragraph- third last line- is misspelled. The line goes like 
“Related to this research, this document proveds* invaluable because it displays ……..” The * 
marked word needs to be corrected as it does not give a proper sense of the sentence. 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

Overall the manuscript is well written.  
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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with 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 details) 
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