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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript provides useful information for readers. First, it presents a different reliability measurement approach than previous approaches. Second, it addresses several issues in reliability measurement, such as cultural differences, language barriers, and respondent biases. Third, it proposes several ways to improve reliability measurement, such as longitudinal reliability assessment, test measurement invariance testing, item response theory, and advanced reliability coefficients like McDonald's omega and generalizability theory.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate. It's short, clear, and reflects the content of the article.
	

	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 contains various information from the manuscript. However, if it is too long, it should be summarized to a maximum of 250 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, this manuscript is correct. First, the explanations in the manuscript are supported by credible references. Second, the arguments, data, and conclusions in the manuscript support each other.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient
	

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


	Yes, the quality language of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	Even though it is only an initial idea, the manuscript has presented a new idea, that the current reliability measurements need to be improved so that they can measure reliability in social research more comprehensively.
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