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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript reviewed studies on human and animals about the endogenous
endophin and oxytocin to the sexuality and romantic relationship. The author find there

is a lack of data on the mechanism of action of endophins and their role in regulating
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human sexuality. Many gaps between these endogenous hormones and sexuality need
turther studies, especially in human being. Endophins and endogenous oxytocin are
intrinsic hormone. The potential impact of them on sexuality and romantic relationships
is no well understood. This manuscript pointed out a common and interesting topic.
After careful reviewing, reviewer feel two things maybe helpful for improving.
1.Though the author almost systemically reviewed the related studies the subject and
analyzed the gaps between endogenous hormones and sexuality, suggestions on how to
link this gaps still remains unclear. Reviewer suggests point out suggestions on the

future studies. 2.Reviewer believe the author reviewed more than the references for this

manuscript, but 94 references? Is it too many?
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