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The mixed-method design and sampling strategy are well-described. Clarify the meaning of
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Results are logically presented and well-supported by data. Consider separating results from
interpretive discussion for clarity.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by

the content. 4.5

The conclusions reflect the results accurately and highlight cultural contrasts well. Adding a
short 'limitations and future research' section would strengthen the academic completeness.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. | 5

References are current, well-selected, and formatted according to academic standards. Sources
from South Asian gender studies are well-integrated.

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed
Accepted, minor revision needed yes
Return for major revision and resubmission
Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

The manuscript offers a well-structured and theoretically grounded comparative analysis of how
young women in Sri Lanka and India perceive motherhood. It provides valuable insight into the
intersections of gender, education, and fertility patterns in South Asia and makes a meaningful
contribution to current sociological and gender studies research.
A few minor revisions are suggested to further strengthen the paper:
1. Clearly state the main research questions or hypotheses in the introduction to enhance
focus and coherence.
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more concise.
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this article.
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The methodology is explained in detail, including mixed-method design and pseudo-
longitudinal elements. The sample size is appropriate. Suggestions: clarify the pseudo-
longitudinal limitations, describe sampling more explicitly, and provide more detail on
qualitative analysis procedures.
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