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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
 
 
 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 
 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
 
 
 
 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
 
 
 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
1. The manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses the significant and 
understudied relationship between relationship breakup and psychological outcomes, specifically 
impulsivity, aggression, and suicidal ideation among young adults. The findings contribute valuable 
insights that could inform intervention and support strategies for individuals experiencing the 
aftermath of a relationship breakup. 
 
2. The title of the article is suitable as it clearly reflects the focus of the research on "Impulsivity, 
Aggression, and Suicidal Ideation Among Young Adults with the History of Relationship Breakup." It 
effectively communicates the key variables and the population under investigation. 
 
3. The abstract provides a comprehensive overview of the research, summarizing the objectives, 
methods, results, and implications effectively. It provides a clear snapshot of the study, allowing 
readers to understand the purpose and key findings. 
 
4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript appear appropriate. The introduction provides 
context, the objectives are clearly stated, methods are well-detailed, results are presented with 
relevant figures, and the discussion interprets the findings in the context of existing literature. This 
structure enhances the clarity and flow of the manuscript. 
 
5. The manuscript appears scientifically correct in its approach, methods, and analysis. The use of 
established assessment tools, statistical methods, and a reasonable sample size adds credibility to 
the study. The linear regression analysis strengthens the exploration of the relationships between 
the variables. 
 
6. References is okey. 
 
 
Overall, the manuscript is well-executed, providing valuable insights into an important area of 
research. The findings have the potential to contribute significantly to the understanding of the 
psychological consequences of relationship breakup among young adults. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
The language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The 
manuscript is well-written, with clear and concise language, contributing to its accessibility for a 
wider audience in the scientific community. 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Satisfactorily 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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