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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 is important to the scientific community because it strengthens the methodological foundation of social science research by clearly explaining the concept and types of reliability. It highlights how reliable measurement reduces error, enhances theory testing, and improves the credibility of empirical findings. By addressing practical challenges and offering strategies to improve measurement consistency, the paper contributes to more rigorous, replicable, and policy-relevant research across social science disciplines.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title, “Reliability Measure in Social Science Research: Some Conceptual Issues,” is relevant but can be improved for clarity and grammatical precision. The phrase “Reliability Measure” should ideally be “Measurement Reliability” or simply “Reliability” to sound more academically appropriate and polished.

### Suggested Alternative Titles:

1. “Measurement Reliability in Social Science Research: Concepts, Challenges, and Applications”
2. “Reliability in Social Science Measurement: Theoretical Foundations and Methodological Issues”
3. “Ensuring Measurement Reliability in Social Science Research: Types, Challenges, and Strategies”
4. “Conceptual and Methodological Perspectives on Reliability in Social Science Research”

 option 1 is the most comprehensive and publication-friendly, as it reflects both conceptual discussion and practical application covered in the manuscript.

	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly outlines the scope of the manuscript, including the concept of reliability, its types, challenges, applications, and strategies for improvement. It successfully communicates the relevance of reliability to methodological rigor and policy implications in social science research.

However, a few improvements could enhance its clarity and impact. First, the opening sentence appears repetitive (“Measurement Reliability measurement plays…”), and this should be edited for precision and flow. Second, the abstract is somewhat descriptive and lengthy; it could be streamlined by reducing repeated explanations and focusing more sharply on the paper’s central contribution. Third, the inclusion of one concise sentence highlighting the paper’s unique contribution—such as integrating classical and contemporary reliability frameworks or emphasizing advanced methods like McDonald’s omega and measurement invariance—would strengthen its scholarly positioning.

Overall, the abstract is strong in coverage but would benefit from tightening the language, reducing redundancy, and sharpening the statement of contribution.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on what you’ve shared, the current list of references appears adequate in scope, but it could benefit from including more recent and highly cited works on reliability and measurement in social science research. This will help ensure the manuscript reflects both foundational and current methodological development

Suggestions for Additional References

1. Measurement Reliability & Validity

   DeVellis, R. F. (2017). Scale Development: Theory and Applications(4th ed.). SAGE Publications.
     — A widely used and recent reference for scale development and reliability concepts.

2. Advanced Reliability Estimation

   McNeish, D.(2018). Thanks Coefficient Alpha, We’ll Take It From Here.Psychological Methods, 23(3), 412–433.
     — A highly cited critique of Cronbach’s alpha and discussion of alternative reliability indices (e.g., McDonald’s ω).

3. Measurement Invariance

   Putnick, D. L., & Bornstein, M. H. (2016). Measurement Invariance Conventions and Reporting:Child Development,87(1), 49–67.
     — Useful for discussing cross-group reliability and comparability.

4. General Psychometric Frameworks

   Clark, L. A., & Watson, D. (2019). Constructing Valid and Reliable Psychological Measures:Psychological Assessment.
     — Offers updated perspectives on reliability and validity in instrument development.

5. Recent Synthesis on Reliability in Social Sciences

   Mîndrilă, D. (2010). Maximum Likelihood (ML) and Diagonally Weighted Least Squares (DWLS) Estimation Procedures:Romanian Journal of Psychological Studies.
     — Offers technical context for modern reliability practices in structural modeling.

General Recommendation

Ensure that both classical foundational sources and more recent methodological works (last 5–10 years) are represented.

 Emphasize references that:
  Critically examine Cronbach’s α and promote alternative reliability estimates.
  Address reliability in cross-cultural and multilingual research.
  Discuss reliability within structural equation modeling and latent variable measurement

	

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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