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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 Abstract should be more informative. 

Are participant’s sexually debuted earlier or 

later disability? 

Authors should argue the reason to consider sex 

before age 18 years-old as a risky sexual 

behaviour. In fact, age, casual or multiple sex 

partners in the most recent year or sexual 

intercourse with sex workers can only qualify as 

risky sexual behaviour if condom is not used 

consistently. 

Because the sample size, it is preferable to 

dichotomized each variables. Authors must 

repeat the analysis. 

Reviewer suggests reporting all AOR as risk 

factor (greater than 1.0). Please, authors must 

omit AOR as protector factor (lower than 1.0), 

only with a change of reference group. 

Table 2. Stratification by gender is not 

necessary. 

Table 4. It is unnecessary, at least reporting 
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sexual intercourse after using substances. 
Minor REVISION comments Authors must review redaction of some 

sentences. 

 

Optional/General comments It is a good research using a large sample. 

Moreover, authors interviewed people with 

disability who participate rarely in sexual 

behaviour studies. 

 

Authors omitted information about Ethical 

Board revision, and informed consent by 

participants. 
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