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## Summary
The paper presents a mixed study to understand if security pointers are included in self-admitted technical debt (SATD) sources by analyzing a preexisting dataset. Moreover, the study conducted an online survey to reveal security pointers defined by developers within the SATD sources and to identify the motivations and the related risks concerning the security pointers. The authors identified 201 security SATD in the dataset analysis and mapped them to 26 Common Weakness Enumeration (CWE). According to the online survey results, most participants have included security pointers in the SATD sources either because they believe it is necessary or to prevent potential security risks.
## Evaluation
Soundness: The paper uses a mixed rigorous method to answer and discuss the three research questions. 
(4 Very good)
Relevance: The problem of security concerns in the SATD topic is exciting and worthy of study. However, the results and discussions are biased from the assumptions made in the online survey. (2 Fair)
Novelty: The literature about SATD and security pointers is a new and relevant topic. In this respect, few research studies have been conducted in this context, and the paper's novelty is relatively high. (4 Very Good)
Presentation: The paper is well-structured and well-written and uses English adequately. (4 Very Good)
Replicability: The authors provide the anonymous repository containing all material related to the preexisting dataset and online survey. (4 Very Good)
## Detailed evaluation
Although the paper is well-written, my primary concern is the online survey that is used to answer research question number three: "What is developers' perspective on security-related SATD in OSS repositories?". In particular, the survey's questions are only related to security pointers. There is no relationship between security pointers and SATD; the survey says nothing about SATD. Indeed, only the first research question contains the SATD sources, i.e., commits, issues, comments, or pull requests, although there is no mention of SATD. Therefore, the authors induce the relationship between security pointers and SATD in the results and discussions. However, the online survey data does not support this inference, and therefore, the results and the related discussions are biased.
Please see below my other  comments:
- We applied the keyword search: How were the keywords applied, i.e., is it enough that one is present?
- It consisted of 4 closed-ended and 2 open-ended questions. From the online survey, i.e., Appendix A SURVEY QUESTIONS, they are 7+2. Why do you state 4+2?

## Minor comments
- Le et al. [20] and contains 288 security keywords: the paper says that there are 234 security keywords

Comments for editors
N/A
