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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

Comments 

Writing should be American or English, however in the 

article both of them can be observed. 

74-Behaviour  

85: behavior.  

84-Gender and gender roles are one of the 
factors:  

 

Methodology: statistical community should be 
defined. 

Research design should be named clearly. 

Validity and reliability of the (SRBI should be 
reported, and if possible the result of pilot 
study in this regard (if any) 

Name of correlation coefficient ( spearman, 
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Pearson, etc.) 

Theory which is applied in the article should be 

described deeper. In my opinion another theory 

like feminism can be used to describe sexual 

inclinations between F-M. 

In discussion, no relationship has been stated 

between findings and the theory (support or 

reject) 

Is it necessary to add DOI in the references? If so, 

it should be done. Also they should be checked 

there are some mistakes:  

371 and 389after brackets no full stop. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 

The article has novelty and potential to add our 

knowledge in the field. 

 

Did they make an agreement with the participants who 

participate in the study? If so, should be mentioned. 
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