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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
1. Yes.The author explored the socio-cultural variables that predispose many adolescents to 
Dhat syndrome. This is why they have problems with assertiveness and sexual relationship. 
 
 2. No.The topic could be amended to read SOCIO-CULTURAL DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE 
AND 

SEXUAL ACTIVITIES AMONG PATIENTS WITH DHAT SYNDROME 
3. No. It doesn't contain the motivation of the author and Recommendations based 
on the 
results of the findings. Again it contains unnecessary subheadings. 4. The sub 
headings are not appropriate. There is no headings for conceptual framework, 
theoretical perspectives and empirical studies already done on the topic or re.ated 
topics. Again it has neither area of study nor scope of the study as well as 
limitations. 5.It is relatively scientifically correct but there is the need for some minor 
corrections. 6. The references failed to follow the APA style of 7th edition. It should 
have no serial 
numbers and it was not written alphabetically. It is therefore not correct and recent. 
The study should provide measures of detection of the psychological variables like 
anxiety of 
the hospital environment as well as peer influence which can be confounding factors 
for 

DHAT. Nevertheless there is the presence of rigorous scientifically findings 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 
1.The English language ls okay and relatively scholarly. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The has some social significance though.the Author failed to mention that 
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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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