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1. Isthe title appropriate? No | We believe our given title matches the content of the
paper. We have revised the running head.

2. Isthe research question or study Yes | -

objective clearly defined in measurable
terms?

3. Isthe abstract accurate, balanced and No We have revised the abstract.

complete?

4. Isthe study design appropriate to answer | Yes | -

the research question or achieve
objective?
5. Are the Methods described sufficientlyto | Yes | -
allow others to repeat it?
6. Are the operational definitions and No | We have added the definition of children.
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adequately?

7. Are the outcomes clearly defined? Yes | -

8. Are statistics used appropriately and No | We did not work with primary data. So, no data were

described fully? analyzed.

9. Do the Results address the research No | We have made necessary revisions.
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10. Are the tables and figures clear and Yes | -
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12. Are the strengths and limitations No | This paper being a policy brief, we did not add any

addressed? strengths and limitations.
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results the results.
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2. The limitation are not clearly mentioned in this 2. This being a policy review, we did not include
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it worth to the audiences.
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MINOR points:
1. Please correct the grammatical mistakes and
make the sentences complete

1. We have revised the manuscript and addressed
grammatical mistakes along with incomplete
sentences
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Major revision
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1. This will be a helpful policy brief for preventing
online sexual abuse of children. However, the
document could be shorter without losing any
information. Its word count must come down to
3000 or less.

We have revised the manuscript and kept the word
count of the main text within 3000.
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