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1. Round 1 

1.1. Reviewer 1 

Reviewer:  
 
In the introduction, the study cites Durkheim and Giddens to support the significance of social belonging but does not 

sufficiently justify the focus on Arak specifically. Consider elaborating on why this city was chosen as a case study. 
Factor analysis and structural equation modeling are mentioned. However, the report of KMO (0.665) suggests marginal 

adequacy. Address whether this value aligns with commonly accepted thresholds (e.g., >0.70). 
The discussion uses Durkheim’s concept of collective consciousness but does not connect this to the specific dimensions of 

belonging measured in the study. Provide a clearer linkage. 
The literature review heavily relies on older studies (e.g., Giddens, 1997) and lacks integration of more recent works post-

2020. Incorporate newer studies to enhance relevance. 
 
Authors revised the manuscript and uploaded the document. 

1.2. Reviewer 2 

Reviewer:  
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The operationalization of "social belonging" is broad. For example, in the paragraph discussing its dimensions ("sense of 

belonging to symbols, norms, and values; social trust; extreme individualism; and socioeconomic status"), the term could 
benefit from precise definitions supported by prior literature. 

While the CVR and Cronbach’s alpha values are mentioned, the statement "results indicated acceptable CVR values" does 
not specify the criteria for acceptability. Include thresholds or benchmarks for comparison. 

The findings indicate "42% of women expressed dissatisfaction with urban symbols and norms". Discuss why this 
percentage is significant and how it compares to benchmarks or similar studies. 

While the study focuses on urban women in Arak, cultural factors influencing social belonging are not sufficiently addressed. 
For example, how do local customs or traditions shape the sense of belonging? 

While limitations are mentioned, the claim that "some variables were not examined in detail" is vague. Specify which 
variables and why they were excluded. 

 
Authors revised the manuscript and uploaded the document. 
 

2. Revised 

Editor’s decision: Accepted. 
Editor in Chief’s decision: Accepted. 
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