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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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


	Thank you for inviting me to review the manuscript titled:
"Examining the Effects of Perceived Mate Availability on Intrasexual Competitiveness and Alcohol Consumption: Hidden Effects of Gender and Relationship Status."
The study offers an insightful and timely contribution to the field of evolutionary psychology, examining how perceptions of mate availability may shape competitive tendencies and alcohol-related decision-making. I found the experimental design to be well constructed, and the use of behavioral economic measures alongside psychological scales provides a valuable interdisciplinary perspective.

In my detailed review, I have evaluated each section of the manuscript and outlined areas of strength, as well as points that could benefit from further clarification or refinement. My overall recommendation is minor revision. While the study is methodologically sound, improvements in the theoretical framing and a clearer justification of some measurement tools—particularly regarding the use of the ICS and the absence of a manipulation check—would strengthen the paper.
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Manuscript Title: Examining the Effects of Perceived Mate Availability on Intrasexual Competitiveness and Alcohol Consumption: Hidden Effects of Gender and Relationship Status
1. Abstract

The abstract clearly outlines the study’s aims, methods, and key findings.

Recommendations:

Briefly elaborate on the lack of effect for intrasexual competitiveness, offering possible reasons (e.g., measurement sensitivity).

Define technical terms such as “derived Q₀” and “α” in simpler terms for broader accessibility.

2. Introduction

The background is comprehensive and well-argued, providing a clear rationale for the study.

Recommendations:

Improve the flow between traditional psychological theories and evolutionary frameworks.

Critically reflect on the limitations of previous studies cited.

Strengthen the theoretical bridge between mating motives and alcohol-related behaviors.

3. Methods

Methodology is clearly presented, with detailed information on sampling, instruments, and analysis.

Recommendations:

The lack of a manipulation check should be addressed more transparently in this section.

Justify the use of a trait-based measure (ICS) in a study targeting situational effects.

Clarify the operational definition of "relationship status" (e.g., are cohabiting and dating treated the same?).

Consider including a statement on ethical procedures in online recruitment.

4. Results

Results are logically presented, and the use of statistical methods is appropriate.

Recommendations:

Report effect sizes for all relevant findings.

Help readers interpret Q₀ and α by linking them to real-world behaviors.

Clearly state whether corrections for multiple comparisons were applied in post hoc tests.

5. Discussion

The discussion connects the findings to the literature and considers the implications carefully.

Recommendations:

Further explore why the ICS may not have captured the anticipated effects—reference studies with similar null findings.

Balance the costly signaling explanation for alcohol use with other possibilities (e.g., emotional coping).

Acknowledge and explore potential cultural differences between the two sampling countries.

Offer more insight into the gender and relationship status interactions—why might partnered males be more reactive?

6. Conclusion

The conclusion is concise and appropriate.

Recommendations:

Reaffirm the paper’s main contribution, not just its limitations.

Suggest practical future research avenues (e.g., physiological measures, cross-cultural comparisons, or real consumption scenarios).

Overall Recommendation: Minor Revision

This is a valuable and well-designed study. With modest revisions to clarify theoretical framing, improve methodological transparency, and contextualize findings, it will make a strong addition to the literature.
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