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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
article.

3

As there is considerable discussion about gender and the hypotheses include one on male
participants and one on female participants, the title would be more adequate if the term
“gender” was included also.
2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results.

3

The abstract indicated seven null hypotheses were tested, but the body of the manuscript
only indicated 3.
3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in
this article.

4

There were a few typos that need correction.
4. The study methods are explained clearly.

3

More detail is needed on constructs measured by each instrument.
5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

3

If the focus is on how emotional intelligence matters in marital satisfaction, there needs to
be more depth of discussion on the construct of emotional intelligence in the background
and also in the implications rather than just the strong focus on marital satisfaction.
6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by
the content.

3

More is needed in the section “Conclusions” as this consist of just one sentence. As noted in
number five above, more depth about emotional intelligence is needed in the last three
sections of the manuscript.
7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate.
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The references that are listed to seem to be strong resources for the focus of the manuscript.
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
Overall, more depth of discussion is needed about the construct of emotional intelligence and
indications concerning actions with it from the study.
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This manuscript could be an appropriate inclusion for the journal with the suggested revisions
made.

