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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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.


	This study provides an interesting discourse that is not only sensitive but important in understanding the dynamics of same sex relationship. This research has potential in opening scholarly discourse on overlooked issues in same sex relationship behaviour. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, however it wordy so, I suggest “How Perceived Mate Availability Influences Intrasexual Competitiveness and Alcohol Consumption: The overlooked Roles of Gender and Relationship Status”
	

	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.


	The abstract is well written with all the aspect of the study included. However, it would be valuable if the research highlights the study recommendation. Since, the study also touches on alcohol consumption which could affect health. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically sound. However, there are some areas that need clarity. For instance, on page methodology the author mention that exclusion and inclusion criteria were developed, but they are not mentioned. It will be helpful for the author to describe these inclusion and exclusion criteria. Also, it is not clear who the study target population were. Although, the study mention in the abstract that the place of study was University of Portsmouth, it is not clear whether participants were students or social media users. 

While the findings are well presented and interpreted, I feel that it will be much better if an explanation is added to the interpretation. Also, suggest the use of tables to enhance visibility and clarity.
On the result the first paragraph it would be good if you state the hypothesis instead of mentioning original hypothesis

While the discussion has been fairly done, I feel the researchers can also show if there are any other contradicting studies from the literature and do more comparison. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference is adequate although most of the studies cited are old (Griskevicius et al., 2007; Baker & Maner, 2009). 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is an interesting study it could have been better if it adopted both qualitative and quantitative designs. 
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