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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Shi Huijing 
School of Public Health, Fudan University, Shanghai, China 

REVIEW RETURNED 18-Mar-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS A research on unsafe sexual behaviors and related factors among 
domestic and migrant population like those in Jordan is an important 
research topic in rapidly developing society. The paper is well written 
and the methods, results, and discussion are logical and 
understandable. There are several points need to be clarified.  
1) Title. The study sample were only male workers, not including the 
females. This information should be reflected in the title. In addition, 
all the data were analyzed and presented by separating domestic 
and foreign workers, why the title only emphasizes the domestic 
workers.  
2) Abstract. As a first letter abbreviations of QIZ, the term needs to 
be explained at first. Same as the STI.  
3) Subjects. PPs was used for sample selection. However, the 
author did not explain why the sample size of 230 domestic workers 
and 480 foreign workers was set. The statistic efficiency or the 
power of using this sample size should be elaborated. And, it’s 
better for author to mention the reasons for those not finishing the 
interview, and to discuss if it would change the current results.  
4) Line 173-176. Please specify the reasons of why the frequency of 
meal sharing and shopping together could be used to indicate the 
extent of socialization, among male worker also? Is there any 
reference?  
5) Table 4. Author mentioned “adjusted odds ratio for 
sociodemographics, STIs-related knowledge, and smoking and 
alcohol”, however, it’s still unclear the aOR for each variables were 
obtained via one model or a series of models.   

 

REVIEWER Mayumi Ohnishi 
Nagasaki University Graduate School of Biomedical Sciences, 
Japan 

REVIEW RETURNED 20-Mar-2015 
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GENERAL COMMENTS This manuscript reports unsafe sexual behavior among male 
workers including domestic and migrant workers in Jordan. The 
results provide valuable information which may be used to develop a 
strategic plan to prevent risky sexual behavior and to promote 
appropriate healthy behavior among both domestic and migrant 
workers in Jordan. However, I recommend the authors address 
several points prior to consideration for publication.  
 
1. In Abstract, the authors should spell out complete words in the 
first statement in the manuscript before using their abbreviation. For 
example, STI and QIZ.  
2. Similarly in line 95, page 5, the authors should spell out USAID in 
the first statement in the manuscript before using the abbreviation.  
3. In lines 122 – 123, page 6, the authors state “we conducted a 
behavioral assessment survey …” with reference to No. 15. 
However, the reference No. 15 is a report from the Ministry of Labor 
of Jordan. Are the authors members of the Ministry of Labor of 
Jordan? Even so, the authors should rephrase as “the Ministry of 
Labor of Jordan” rather than “we”.  
4. In the Methods section, page 6, the nationalities of study 
participants should be described in “Subjects”. The authors mention 
main names of countries including Myanmar and Philippines as 
home countries of foreign workers in “Setting” on page 6, but they 
mention that they translated the questionnaire into Arabic, Bangla, 
Hindi and Sinhala. Because the authors performed interviews with 
only those 4 nationalities as foreign workers, the readers cannot 
know about information of the foreign workers’ nationality until the 
Results section on page 10.  
5. Muslims would be dominant among domestic workers, but there 
are possibly several religions among foreign works such as Hindu, 
Buddist, Roman Catholic, and others. Why did the authors not 
consider the influences on sexual behavior by religion among foreign 
workers?  
6. What is the criteria of classification of monthly income? At least 
the minimum wage in Jordan needs to be mentioned to understand 
the study participants’ income level in Jordan.  
7. The authors only asked on condom use in the last 12 months as 
safe/unsafe sexual behavior. Could the authors explain why they 
asked on condom use in the last 12 months, rather than that in the 
last sexual intercourse? I suggest the authors confirm the study 
participants’ behavior with questions on condom use in both the last 
sexual intercourse and in the last 12 months (or 6 months/3 
months).  
8. Did the authors consider the difference in sexual behavior among 
domestic migrant workers in Jordan (who come from rural areas to 
urban areas as internal migrants) and non-domestic migrant 
Jordanian workers in this study?  
9. Did the authors consider only heterosexual male workers in this 
study? How about bi-sexual and/or homosexual male workers’ 
sexual behavior?  
10. Did the authors consider a difference in sexual behavior among 
managers/labors, and day shift workers/night shift workers?  
11. In the workplaces which were study settings, were there female 
workers including domestic and migrant workers? When the authors 
stated “shopping together with foreign/domestic workers” and 
“sharing meals with foreign/domestic workers”, did the authors 
consider only male companions? Or did they also consider female 
companions?  
12. If the authors have descriptive information regarding the 
comments No. 5 to No. 11 above, I believe those descriptions will 
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add a rich discussion in this manuscript.  
 
The reviewer also provided a marked copy with detailed comments. 
Please contact the publisher for full information about it. 

 

REVIEWER  

REVIEW RETURNED  

 

GENERAL COMMENTS  

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer 1: 

1/ Please include the study design type in the title.  

- Response: In accordance with the editorial comment, we added the study design to the title.  

 

 

1) Title. The study sample was only male workers, not including the females. This information should 

be reflected in the title. In addition, all the data were analyzed and presented by separating domestic 

and foreign workers, why the title only emphasizes the domestic workers.  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comments, we added in the title that this study was 

among male workers. This is also reflected in the objectives stated in the abstract (lines # 29, 47, 48) 

and the text (Line # 114). We also, modified the title to avoid emphasis on domestic workers only by 

including foreign male workers.  

 

2) Abstract. As a first letter abbreviations of QIZ, the term needs to be explained at first. Same as the 

STI.  

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, we spelled out the terms QIZ and STI in the 

abstract and the text at first as following:  

Sexually transmitted infection (STI)  

Qualified Industrial Zone (QIZ)  

 

3) Subjects. PPs was used for sample selection. However, the author did not explain why the sample 

size of 230 domestic workers and 480 foreign workers was set. The statistic efficiency or the power of 

using this sample size should be elaborated.  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, authors elaborated more on how the sample 

size was determined and why the sample size of 230 domestic workers and 480 foreign workers was 

set (p 6, Lines # 135-141; p 7, 150-151).  

 

Also, the reviewer stated that it’s better for author to mention the reasons for those not finishing the 

interview.  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, we added detailed information regarding 

participation and non-response rates, as well as, the reason behind non-participation (p 7, lines # 

159-165).  

 

4) Line 173-176. Please specify the reasons of why the frequency of meal sharing and shopping 

together could be used to indicate the extent of socialization, among male worker also? Is there any 
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reference?  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, we provided justification behind the reasons 

of measuring the frequency of meal sharing and shopping together among male workers with no 

reference (p 9, lines # 208-213).  

 

5) Table 4. Author mentioned “adjusted odds ratio for sociodemographics, STIs-related knowledge, 

and smoking and alcohol”, however, it’s still unclear the aOR for each variables were obtained via one 

model or a series of models.  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, we clarified that the aOR was obtained via a 

one logistic regression model as stated in the footnotes of the table 4 and as it is mentioned in lines # 

255-257 that all variables in the multivariate model entered simultaneously.  

 

 

Reviewer 2: 

 

1. In Abstract, the authors should spell out complete words in the first statement in the manuscript 

before using their abbreviation. For example, STI and QIZ.  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, we spelled out the STI and QIZ 

abbreviations in the abstract and the text at first as following:  

Sexually transmitted infection (STI) [lines # 27 and 215]  

Qualified Industrial Zone (QIZ) [line # 34].  

 

2. Similarly in line 95, page 5, the authors should spell out USAID in the first statement in the 

manuscript before using the abbreviation.  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comments, we spelled out the USAID abbreviation in 

the abstract and the text as following:  

United States Agency for International Development (USAID) [line # 97].  

 

3. In lines 122 – 123, page 6, the authors state “we conducted a behavioral assessment survey …” 

with reference to No. 15. However, the reference No. 15 is a report from the Ministry of Labor of 

Jordan. Are the authors members of the Ministry of Labor of Jordan? Even so, the authors should 

rephrase as “the Ministry of Labor of Jordan” rather than “we”.  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, we clarified which sentence was referred to 

reference No. 15 [Lines # 125-128]. Authors are not members of the Ministry of Labor of Jordan and 

this study was not conducted by the Ministry of Labor of Jordan. Since this study is solely conducted 

by the current authors, we prefer to keep using the expression “we”.  

 

4. In the Methods section, page 6, the nationalities of study participants should be described in 

“Subjects”. The authors mention main names of countries including Myanmar and Philippines as 

home countries of foreign workers in “Setting” on page 6, but they mention that they translated the 

questionnaire into Arabic, Bangla, Hindi and Sinhala. Because the authors performed interviews with 

only those 4 nationalities as foreign workers, the readers cannot know about information of the foreign 

workers’ nationality until the Results section on page 10.  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s concern regarding describing the nationalities of the 

included foreign workers, we elaborated more regarding the exact nationalities of the study 

participants and described in “Subjects” section in lines # 151-153.  
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5. Muslims would be dominant among domestic workers, but there are possibly several religions 

among foreign works such as Hindu, Buddist, Roman Catholic, and others. Why did the authors not 

consider the influences on sexual behavior by religion among foreign workers?  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, we reported the variable measured “religion” 

as a binary variable “Muslim and Non-Muslims” given the small frequency of workers affiliated to a 

specific religion (e.g only 6 Christians among foreigners and 1 Christian among domestic workers). 

Authors did consider the influences on sexual behavior by the binary religion variable among foreign 

workers. Both crude and adjusted estimates showed no significant association with the outcome. 

Definition of “Non-Muslims” provided in the footnotes of tables 1 and 4.  

 

6. What is the criteria of classification of monthly income? At least the minimum wage in Jordan needs 

to be mentioned to understand the study participants’ income level in Jordan.  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, we provided detailed information on the 

minimum wage limit in Jordan and the criteria of classification of monthly income in this study (p8+9, 

lines # 189-193).  

 

7. The authors only asked on condom use in the last 12 months as safe/unsafe sexual behavior. 

Could the authors explain why they asked on condom use in the last 12 months, rather than that in 

the last sexual intercourse? I suggest the authors confirm the study participants’ behavior with 

questions on condom use in both the last sexual intercourse and in the last 12 months (or 6 months/3 

months).  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, we explained that inquiring about the 

condom usage covered the past 12 months including the usage in the last sexual intercourse (lines 

242-243).  

 

8. Did the authors consider the difference in sexual behavior among domestic migrant workers in 

Jordan (who come from rural areas to urban areas as internal migrants) and non-domestic migrant 

Jordanian workers in this study?  

 

- Response: Each factory provides domestic workers with daily roundtrip from their place of residence 

(nearest place) to their working place. Therefore there were no internal migrant workers in the 

subjects. Information on place of residence (rural/urban) was collected but it had been excluded from 

this study.  

 

9. Did the authors consider only heterosexual male workers in this study? How about bi-sexual and/or 

homosexual male workers’ sexual behavior?  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, we elaborated more about the gender of the 

sexual partner(s) and workers’ sexual behavior in relation to the gender of the sexual partner. A 

variable measured the gender of the sexual partner(s) the participants ever had, has been added to 

the methods section (line 232) as well as in table 2. The rate of unsafe sex among 

homosexual/heterosexual domestic and foreign workers was reflected in the results (lines # 293-295). 

None of the workers reported to bi-sexual activity.  

 

 

10. Did the authors consider a difference in sexual behavior among managers/labors, and day shift 

workers/night shift workers?  
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- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, we elaborated more about the exact 

definition of employees listed in the sampling frame. General Managers or directors running each 

factory we excluded (line # 146). Majority (>95%) of the labors included in the sampling frame were 

labors who were working as tailors or porters within each factory (lines # 153-154). The frequency of 

the direct section/department supervisor interviewed was very small and not enough to compare the 

sexual behaviour according to the exact occupation/type of work.  

To assess the difference in sexual behaviour between workers according to the day shift 

workers/night shift workers, authors used a surrogate variable measured the frequency of “working 

after 9 PM”. This variable had no influence on sexual behaviour, thus it has been excluded from the 

table 4, but it was provided as a descriptive one in table 1.  

 

11. In the workplaces which were study settings, were there female workers including domestic and 

migrant workers?  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comment, we provided more information about the 

structure of employees in the sampled setting (lines # 125-128), also we elaborated on why female 

workers were excluded from this study (lines # 154-157). There were number of female workers in 

QIZ, however, to conduct interview regarding their sexual behavior to Muslim female need careful 

attention to cultural acceptability. Studies on female workers were left for future topics of studies.  

 

When the authors stated “shopping together with foreign/domestic workers” and “sharing meals with 

foreign/domestic workers”, did the authors consider only male companions? Or did they also consider 

female companions?  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comments, authors considered both sharing 

shopping/meals with both male and female companions. This is stated in the text (line 210) and in the 

footnotes of table 1.  

 

12. If the authors have descriptive information regarding the comments No. 5 to No. 11 above, I 

believe those descriptions will add a rich discussion in this manuscript.  

 

- Response: In accordance with the reviewer’s comments, authors added descriptive information on 

the comments No. 5 to No. 11 as described in the response to each comment above.  

 

 

Response to reviewers comments resulted in adding one reference (Ref.# 25) to the references list.  

 

VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

REVIEWER Mayumi Ohnishi 
Nagasaki University Graduate School of Biomedical Sciences, 
Japan 

REVIEW RETURNED 15-May-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The authors have carefully revised the manuscript according to the 
comments. 
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