Reviewer #3: 
The study is of great interest in the area of risk assessment evaluation and recidivism rates among online sex offenders. 

The Static-99R prove to be valid among the study population. 

The data are congruent with the international literature comparing online and offline sex offenders. 

Here are my comments.

In the methodology section 

No information is available on inter-rater agreement for the "police" and "clinic" samples. The same is true for inter-rater agreement, although the level of training of the raters is very different. This is an important limitation that needs to be addressed in the discussion. At present, it is not included. 
In terms of data analysis, the authors used Harrell C. A justification of this choice seems necessary. Indeed, one wonders why they have discarded the AUC, as this index is widely used in the international literature and allows comparisons between studies (Rice & Harris, 2015).

In the discussion 

The authors raise the hypothesis of heterogeneity within the police and clinical groups. I'd like them to further discuss the heterogeneity variables among outside Static-99R, which items were concerned? 
To improve the evaluation of Static99-R with online sex offenders, the authors propose the use of a proportion index. In particular, they propose the gender ratio adopted within CPORT concerning victims. 
I was wondering whether it would be feasible to take age categorization into account, given that online sex offenders, offline sex offenders and consumers of child pornography, both target and consumer, described victims of significantly different ages. 
Are other criteria of interest conceivable?


